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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 300 

IFRL 3724-6) 

National Priorities List for 
Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Sites 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 
action: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection 
Agency ("EPA") is amending the 
National Oil and Hazardous Substances 
Pollution Contingency Plan ("NCP"), 40 
CFR part 300, which was promulgated 
on July 16,1982, pursuant to section 105 
of the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 ("CERCLA"). CERCLA has 
since been amended by the Superfund 
Amendments and Reauthorization Act 
of 1986 ("SARA") and is implemented 
by Executive Order 12580 (52 FR 2923, 
January 29,1987). CERCLA requires that 
the NCP include a list of national 
priorities among the known releases or 
threatened releases of hazardous 
substances, pollutants, or contaminants 
throughout the United States, and that 
the list be revised at least annually. The 
National Priorities List ("NPL"), initially 
promulgated as appendix B of the NCP 
on September 8,1983 (40FR 40658), 
constitutes this list and is being revised 
today by the addition of 71 sites, 
including 14 Federal.facility sites. Based 
on a review of public comments on 
these sites, EPA has decided that they 
meet the eligibility requirements of the 
NPL and are consistent with the 
Agency's listing policies. In, addition, 
today's action removes one site from the 
proposed NPL. Information supporting 
these actions is contained in the 
Superfund Public Dockets. 

This rule results in a final NPL of 1,081 
sites, 93 of them in the Federal section; 
137 sites are proposed to the NPL, 24 of 
them in the Federal section. Final and 
proposed sites now total 1,218. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date for 
this amendment to the NCP shall be 
March 23.1990. CERCLA section 305 
provides for a legislative veto of 
regulations promulgated under CERCLA. 
Although INS v. Chadha, 462 U.S. 919, 
103 S. Ct. 2764 (1983), cast the validity of 
the legislative veto ir.to question, EPA 
has transmitted a copy of this regulation 
to the Secretary of the Senate and the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. If 
any action by Congress calls the 
effective date of this regulation into 
question, the Agency will publish a 

notice of clarification, in the Federat 
Register. 
ADDRESSES: Addresses for the 
Headquarters and Regional dockets 
follow. For further details on what these 
dockets contain, see section I of the 
"Supplementary Information" portion of 
this preamble. 
Tina Maragousis, Headquarters, U.S. EPA 

CERCLA Docket Office, OS-245, Waterside 
Mall. 401 M Street SW„ Washington. DC 
20460, 202/382-3046. 

Evo Cunha, Region 1, U.S. EPA Waste 
Management Records Center, HES-CAN 6, 
J.F. Kennedy Federal Building, Boston.MA 
02203.617/565-3300. 

U.S. EPA, Region 2, Document Control 
Center, Superfund Docket. 26 Federal 
Plaza, 7th Floor, Room 740. New York, NY 
10278, Latchmin Serrano. 212/264-5540,. 
Ophelia Brown. 212/264-1154. 

Diane McCreary. Region 3, U.S. EPA Library, 
5th Floor, 841 Chestnut Building; 9th S 
Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia, PA 19107, 
215/597-0580. 

Gayle Alston, Region 4, U.S. EPA Library. 
Room G-6, 345 Courtland Street NE„. 
Atlanta, GA 30365, 404/347-4216. 

Cathy Freeman, Region 5. U.S. EPA, 5 HS-12; 
230 South Dearborn Street. Chicago, 1L 
60604. 312/886-62T4. 

Deborah Vaughn-Wright, Region 6. U.S. EPA. 
1445 Ross Avenue. Mail Code 6I1-MA, 
Dallas. TX 75202-2733, 214/655-6740. 

Brenda Ward, Region 7, U.S. EPA Library, 726 
Minnesota Avenue, Kansas City, KS 66101, 
913/236-2828. 

Dolores Eddy,.Region 8, U.S. EPA Library,.999 
18th Street, Suite 500. Denver, CD 80202— 
2405,303/293-1444.' 

Linda Sunneu. Region 9, U.S. EPA Library, 6th 
Floor, 215 Fremont Street. San Francisco, 
CA 94105, 415/974-8082. 

David Bennett, Region 10, U.S. EPA, 9th Floor, 
1200 6th Avenue. Mail Stop HW-093, 
Seattle. WA 98101, 206/442-2103. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT! 
Martha Otto, Hazardous Site Evaluation 
Division, Office of Emergency and 
Remedial Response (OS-230), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 401 M 
Street. SW„ Washington. DC, 20460, or 
the Superfund Hotline, Phone (800) 424-
9346 (382-3000 in the Washington. DC, 
metropolitan area). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
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I. Introduction 

Background 
In 1980, Congress enacted the 

Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act, 42U.S.C. 9601-9657 ("CERCLA" or 
the "Act"), in response to the dangers of 
uncontrolled hazardous waste sites. 
CERCLA was amended in 1986 by the 
Superfund Amendments and 
Reauthorization Act ("SARA"), Public 
Law No. 99-499, stat. 1613 el seq. To 
implement CERCLA, the Environmental 
Protection Agency ("EPA" or "the 
Agency") promulgated the revised 
National Oil and Hazardous Substances 
Pollution Contingency Plan ("NCP"), 40 
CFR part 300, on July 16,1982 (47 FR 
31180) pursuant to CERCLA section 105 
and Executive Order 12316 (46 FR 42237, 
August 20,1981). The NCP, further 
revised by EPA on September 16,1985 
(50 FR 37624) and November 20,1985 (50 
FR 47912), sets forth guidelines and 
procedures needed to respond under 
CERCLA to releases and threatened 
releases of hazardous substances, 
pollutants, or contaminants. On 
December 21,1988 (53 FR 51394), EPA 
proposed revisions to the NCP in 
response to SARA. 

Section 105(a)(8)(A) of CERCLA, as 
amended by SARA, requires that the 
NCP include "criteria for determining 
priorities among releases or threatened 
releases throughout the United States 
for the purpose of taking remedial action 
and, to the extent practicable taking into 
account the potential urgency of such 
action, for the purpose of taking removal 
action." Removal action involves 
cleanup or other actions that are taken 
in response to releases or threats of 
releases on a short-term or temporary 
basis (CERCLA section 101(23)). 
Remedial action tends to be long-term in 
nature and involves response actions 
thai are consistent with a permanent 
remedy for a release (CERCLA section 
101(24)). Criteria for determining 
priorities for possible remedial actions 
financed by the Trust Fund established 
under CERCLA are included in the 
Hazard Ranking System ("HRS"), which 
EPA promulgated as appendix A of the 
NCP (47 FR 31219, July 18,1982). 

On December 23, 1988 (53 FR 51962). 
EPA proposed revisions to the HRS in 
response to CERCLA section 105(c), 
added by SARA. EPA intends to issue 
the revised HRS as soon as possible. 
However, until the revised HRS is in 
effect, EPA will continue to use the 
current HRS in accordance with 
CERCLA section 105(c)(1) and 
Congressional intent, as explained in 54 
FR 13299 (March 31, 1989). 
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Based In large part en -the MRS 
criteria, and pursuant to section 
105(a)(8)(B)-of CERCLA. as amended by 
SARA, EPA -prepared a list of national 
priorities among the known releases-or 
threatened releases of hazardous 
substances, pollutants,or contaminants 
throughout the -United States ,(the 
"National PrioritiesiList" or "NPL";). The 
list has -been promulgated as Appendix 
B of the.NCP. A site-can undergo 
CERCLA-financed remedial action only 
after it is placed on the NPL as provided 
in the .NCP at 40 CER 300.66(c)(2) and 
300.68(a). 

As is stated in CERCLA section 
105(a](Q)(b), the NPL is a listing of 
"releases or threatened releases" of 
hazardous substances, pollutants, or 
contaminants. For simplicity, the 
discussion below may refer to these 
"releases or threatened releases" simply 
as "releases," "facilities," or "sites." 

An original NPL of 406 sites was 
promulgated on September 8,1983 (48 
FR 40058). Pursuant to-CERCLA section 
105(a)(8)(B), which requires that the NPL 
beTevised at least annually, the NPL has 
been updated periodically, most recently 
on November 21,1989 (54 FR 48184). The 
Agency also has proposed adding new 
sites to the NPL, most recently -on 
October "20. 1989 (54 FR 43778). 

EPA may-delete.sltes from the NPL 
when no further response is appropriate, 
as provided in the 'NCP at 40 CFR 
300i80(c)(7). To date, the Agency has 
deleted 28 sites .from the final NPL most 
recently on September 22,1989 (54 FR 
38994), when Cecil lindsey, Newport 
Arkansas, was deleted. 

This rule adds 71 sites, including 14 
Federal facility sites, 4o the NPL and 
drops 1 site from the proposed NPL EPA 
has carefully considered public 
comments submitted for the sites in 
today's final rule and-has made certain 
modifications in response to those 
comments. This rule results in a final 
NPL of 1,081 sites, 93 of them in the 
Federal section; 137 sites remain |n 
proposed status, 24 of them in the 
Federal section. In addition, today's 
final rule removes 1 site from the 
proposed NPL With these changes, final 
and proposed sites now total 1,218. 

Information Available to the Public 
The Headquarters and Regional public 

dockets for the NPL (see ADDRESSES 
portion of this notice) contain 
documents relating to the evaluation 
and scoring of sites in this final rule. The 
dockets are available for viewing, by 
appointment only, after the appearance 
of this notice. The hours of operation for 
the Headquarters docket are from 9:00 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, excluding Federal holidays. 

Please contact individual Regional 
dockets for hours. 

The Headquarters docket contains 
HRS score sheets for each final site; a 
Documentation Record for each site 
describing °fhe information used to 
compute the score; pertinent information 
for any site affected 'by special study 
waste or other requirements, or 
Resource conservation and Recovery 
Act orcther listing policies; a list of 
documents referenced in the 
Documentation Record; comments 
received; and the Agency's response to 
those comments. Tire Agency's 
responses are contained in the ""Support 
Document forthe Revised National 
Priorities List—^Final Rule, (February 
1990." 

Each Regional docket includes ell 
information available in the 
Headquarters-docket Tor sites in that 
Region, as well as the actual reference 
documents, which contain the data 
principally relied upon by EPA in 
calculating or evaluating -the MRS scores 
for sites in that Region. These reference 
documents are available only -in the 
Regional dockets. They may be viewed, 
by appointmentionly, in the appropriate 
Regional Docket or'Superfund Branch 
office. Requests for copies may be 
directed to the appropriate Regional 
docket or Superfund Branch. 

An informal written'request, rather 
than a formal request, should be the 
ordinary procedure for obtaining copies 
of any «Tthese documents. 

II.. Purpose and Implementation of the 
NPL 

Purpose 
The primary purpose of the NPL is 

stated in the legislative history of 
CERCLA (Report of the Sena te 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works, Senate Rep. No. 96-959, 96th 
Cong-, 2d Sess. 60 (1980)): 

The priority lista serve primarily 
informational-purposes. Identifying for the 
Stales and the public those facilities and aites 
or other releases which appear to warrant 
remedial actions. Inclusion of a facility or site 
on the list does not in itself reflect a judgment 
of the activities of its owner or operator.it 
does not require those persons to undertake 
any action, nor does it assign liability to any 
person. Subsequent government action in the 
form of remedial actions or enforcement 
actions will be necessary in order to do so, 
and these actions will be attended by all 
appropriate procedural safeguards. 

The purpose of the NPL, therefore, is 
primarily .to serve as an informational 
and management tool. The initial 
identification of a site for the NPL is 
intended primarily to guide EPA in 
determining which sites warrant further 
investigation to assess the nature and 

exterftaf the public health and 
environmental risks associated with-the 
site and 4o determine what CERCLA-, 
financed remedial actionfs). if any, may 
be appropriate.The NPL also serves <to 
notify the public of sites EPA believes 
warrant further Investigation. 

Federal facility rites ore-eligible for 
the NPL pursuant to the NCP at -40 CFR 
300.60(c)(2). However, section 141(e)(3) 
of CERCLA, as amended by SARA, 
limits "the expenditure -of CERCLA 
moneys at Federally -owned facilities. 
Federal facility sites also are subject to 
the requirements of CERCLA section 
120, added by SARA. 

Implementation 
A site -may undergo remedial action 

financed by the "Trust Fund established 
underCERCLA ("Superfund") only after 
it is placed-on the final NPL as cufllned 
in the NCP at 40 CFR 300.66(c)(2) and 
300.68(a). However, EPA may take 
enforcement actions under CERCLA or 
other applicable statutes against 
responsible parties regardless of 
whether the site is on the NPL although, 
as a practical matter, the focus of EPA"s 
enforcement actions has been and will 
continue to be on NPL sites. Similarly, in 
the case of removal actions, EPA has the 
authority to act at any site, whether 
listed or not, that meets flue criteria Cf 
the NCP at 40 CFR300.65-87. 

EPA"s policy is to pursue cleanup of 
NPL sites using the appropriate response 
and/or enforcement actions available to 
the Agency, Including authorities ether 
than CERCLA. Listing a she wlQaerve 
as notice to any potentially responsible 
party (hat the Agency may Initiate 
CERCLA-financed remedial action. The 
Agency will .decide on a site-by-site 
basis whether to take •enforcement or 
other action under CERCLA or-other 
authorities, proceed -directly with 
CERCLA-financed response actions and 
seek to recover response costs-after 
cleanup, or-do both. To the .extent 
feasible, once sites are on the NPL EPA 
will determine high-priority candidates 
for Superfund-financed response action 
and/or enforcement action through both 
State and Federal initiatives. These 
determinations will take into account 
which approach is more likely to most 
expeditiously accomplish cleanup of the 
site while using CERCLA's limited 
resources as efficiently as possible. 

Remedial response actions will not 
necessarily be funded in the same order 
as a site's ranking on theNPL—thatis. 
its MRS score. The information collected 
to develop HRS scores is not sufficient 
in itself to-determine cither the extent of 
contamination or the appropriate 
response for a particular site. EPA relies 
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on further, more detailed studies in the 
remedial investigation/feasibility study 
(RI/FS) to address these concerns. 

The Rl/FS determines the nature and 
extent of the threat posed by the release 
or threatened release. It also takes into 
account the amount of contaminants in 
the environment, the risk to affected 
populations and environment, the cost 
to correct problems at the site, and the 
response actions that have been taken 
by potentially responsible parties or 
others. Decisions on the type and extent 
of action, if any, to be taken at these 
sites are made in accordance with the 
criteria contained in Subpart F of the 
NCP. After conducting these additional 
studies, EPA may conclude that it is not 
desirable to initiate a CERCLA remedial 
action at some sites on the NPL because 
of more pressing needs at other sites, or 
because a private party cleanup is 
already underway pursuant to an 
enforcement action. Given the limited 
resources available in the Trust Fund, 
the Agency must carefully balance the 
relative needs for response at the 
numerous sites it has studied. It is also 
possible that EPA will conclude after 
further analysis that the site does not 
warrant remedial action. 

Revisions to the NPL such as today's 
rulemaking may move some previously 
listed sites to a lower position on the 
NPL. However, if EPA has initiated 
action such as an RI/FS at a site, it does 
not intend to cease such actions to 
determine if a subsequently listed site 
should have a higher priority for 
funding. Rather, the Agency will 
continue funding site studies and 
remedial actions once they have been 
initiated, even if higher-scoring sites are 
later added to the NPL. 

RI/FS at Proposed Sites. An RI/FS 
may be performed at proposed sites (or 
even non-NPL sites) pursuant to the 
Agency's removal authority under 
CERCLA, as outlined in the NCP at 40 
CFR 300.68(a)(1). Section 101(23) of 
CERCLA defines "remove" or "removal" 
to include "such actions as may be 
necessary to monitor, assess and 
evaluate the release or threat of release 
* * The definition of "removal" also 
includes "action taken under section 
104(b) of this Act. * * which 
authorizes the Agency to perform 
studies, investigations, and other 
information-gathering activities. 

Although an Rl/FS generally is 
conducted at a site after the site has 
been placed on the NPL, in a number of 
circumstances the Agency elects to 
conduct an RI/FS at a proposed NPL site 
in preparation for a possible CERCLA-
financed remedial action, such as when 
the Agency believes that a delay may 
create unnecessary risks to human 

health or the environment. In addition, 
the Agency may conduct an RI/FS to 
assist in determining whether to conduct 
a removal or enforcement action at a 
site. 

Facility (Site) Boundaries. The 
Agency, on occasion, has received 
inquiries concerning whether EPA could 
(or would) revise NPL "site boundaries." 
The issue frequently arises where a 
landowner seeks to sell an allegedly 
uncontaminated portion of an NPL site. 
The Agency's position is that the NPL 
does not describe releases in precise 
geographical terms, and that it would be 
neither feasible nor consistent with the 
limited purpose of the NPL (as the mere 
identification of releases), for it to do so. 

CERCLA section 105(a)(8)(B) directs 
EPA to list national priorities among the 
known "releases or threatened releases" 
of hazardous substances. Thus, the 
purpose of the NPL is merely to identify 
releases of hazardous substances that 
are priorities for further evaluation. 
Although a CERCLA "facility" is 
broadly defined to include any area 
where a hazardous substance release 
has "come to be located" (CERCLA 
section 101(9)), the listing process itself 
is not intended to define or reflect the 
boundaries of such facilities or 
releases.1 Of course, HRS data upon 
which the NPL placement was based 
will, to some extent, describe which 
release is at issue; that is, the NPL site 
would include all releases evaluated as 
part of that HRS analysis (including 
noncontiguous releases evaluated under 
the NPL aggregation policy, see 48 FR 
40663 (September 8,1983)). 

EPA regulations do provide that the 
"nature and extent of the threat 
presented by a release" will be 
determined by an RI/FS as more 
information is developed on site 
contamination (40 CFR 300.68(d)). 
During the RI/FS process, the release 
may be found to be larger or smaller 
than was originally known, as more is 
learned about the source and the 
migration of the contamination. 
However, this inquiry focuses on an 
evaluation of the threat posed; the 
boundaries of the release need not be 
defined, and in any event are 
independent of the NPL listing. 
Moreover, it generally is impossible to 
discover the full extent of where the 
contamination "has come to be located" 
before all necessary studies and 

1 Although CERCLA section 101(9) sets out the 
definition of "facility" and not "release." those 
terms are often used interchangeably. (See CERCLA 
section 105(a)(8)(I3). which defines the NPL as a list 
of "releases" as well as of the highest priority 
"facilities.") (For ease of reference. EPA also uses 
the term "site" interchangeably with "release" and 
"facility.") 

remedial work are completed at a site;;{]i| 
indeed, the boundaries of the :;)T 
contamination can be expected to 
change over time. Thus, in most cases,-itc 
will be impossible to describe the 
boundaries of a release with certainty.orffi 

Because the Agency does not formally® 
define the geographic extent of releases'% 
(or sites) at the time of listing, there isy^tii 
no administrative process to "delist" 
allegedly uncontaminated areas of an :rv' 
NPL site (or to expand sites to follow theL 
contamination where it has come to be'f^f|a 
located).2 Such a process would be timef'.';) 
consuming, subject to constant re-
verification, and wasteful of resources;"' ... 
For the same reason, the NPL need not 
be amended if further research into the ' HL 
extent of the contamination expands the ^ 
apparent boundaries of the release. 
Further, the NPL is only of limited , v'Vi ® 
significance, as it does not assign 
liability to any party or to the owner of, 13 '~<l 
any specific property. See Report of the? ., 
Senate Committee on Environment and 1? 
Public Works, Senate Rep. No. 96-848, 
96th Cong., 2d Sess. 60 (1980), quoted at,'„'j 
48 FR 40659 (September 8,1983). If a '. 
party contests liability for releases onX'^Sjt 
discrete parcels of property, it may do 
so if and when'the Agency brings an X. V-aj 
action against that party to recover f? 
costs or to compel a response action at?;' 
that property. -

At the same time, however, the RIFS «ijLf 
or the Record of Decision (which defines';!/1® 
the remedy selected) may offer a useful''J h'# 
indication to the public of the areas of en 
contamination at which the Agency is 
considering taking a response action, 41A 1 
based on information known at that 
time. For example, EPA may evaluate ^ 
(and list) a release over a 400-acre area.'b / 
but the Record of Decision may select a:td ** 
remedy over 100 acres only. This "13 
information may be useful to a o{- * 
landowner seeking to sell the other 300 
acres, but it would result in no formal 
change in the fact that a release is :' 
included on the NPL The landowner 
(and the public) also should note in such ; -
a case that if further study (or the 
remedial construction itself) reveals that ; 
the contamination is located on or has 
spread to other areas, the Agency may 
address those areas as well. 

This view of the NPL as an initial 
identification of a release that is not 
subject to constant re-evaluation is 
consistent with the Agency's policy of 
not rescoring NPL sites: 

2 The Agency has already discussed its authority 
to follow contamination as far as it goes, and then 
to consider the release or facility for response 
purposes to be the entire area where the hazardous 
subsiances have come to be located (54 FR 11298. 
March 31. 1989). 

m 
•m 



Federal Register / Vo3, S8t m0, 35 / Wednesday, febmaiy 21, 1990 y Rules end Jtenrtfartto.w, 6157 
<EHA recognizes that -the NRLjtrocefli 

cannot -be perfect, And A( is possible iha t 
errors exist or Jhuljiew data will alter 
previousassumptions. Opcefhe initial 
scoring dffort is complete,tiovrover.-the locos 
of EPA activity TnuVt beontovesfigaffing sites 
in detail end determining the appropriate 
response. Mew data or errors can be 
considered in thai process.* * * (TjheNPL 
serves as a guide to EPA and does not 
determine liability or the need for response. 
(49 FR 37081 (September 21,1984)).* 

III. NPL Update Process 

There are three .mechanisms Jor 
placiqg sites on the NPL The principal 
mechanism is the application of the 
HRS. The HRS serves as a screening 
device to evaluate iherelative .potential 
of uncontrolled hazardous substances to 
cause human health of safety problems, 
or ecological or environmental damage. -
The HRS score is calculated by 
estimating risks presented in three 
potential "pathways" of human or 
environmental exposure: ground water, 
surface water, and air. Within each 
pathway of exposure, the HRS considers 
three categories of lectors "that are 
designed to encompass most aspects oT 
the likelihood oT exposure to a 
hazardous sifbstance through a release 
and the magnitude or degree of harm 
from sudi exposure": (1) Factors -that : 
indicate the presence or Mcdlihood of a 
release to the •environment f?) factors 
that indicate the nature and quantity rif 
the substances presenting (he potential 
threat; and "(31 factors that Indicate the 
human or environmental TargeM" 
potentially at risk from -flie site. factors 
within eadh of these three categories are 
assigned a numerical «vabie according to 
a Bet scale. Onoe numerical treflues ere 
computed for each factor, the HRS uses 
mathematical fertntdas thai reflect the 
relative impcrtanceand 
Interrelationships of the Various fadtore 
to arrive eft a *ftnalsiteaDore<ona scale 
ofO to 900. The-resultant HRS score 
represents aneBfimateoftherelaHTO 
"probabffltysnd magriltude-of harm to 
the human population-or sensitive 
environment from exposure to 
hazardous substances «s a result of the 
contamination-ofground waiter, surface 
water, or air" (47 FR 31180. July 10, 
1882). Those sites that score 28 60or 

*6ee alsoC/'fy q?Sloughton. IV/sc.v. U.S. EPA 
858 K. Zd 747,751 (D.C.-06.1888): 

Certainly EPA could Iiave .permitted further 
cummonl or conducted (urther.tesUnB-(on proposed 
M-L sites). Either course would have consumed 
further assets oT Ihe Agency-and would have 
delayed a determination df the risk-priority 
associated with the cite. Vet "the WPLds 
simply a roughdist«f,priorities, assembled.quickly 
and inexpenaivclydo.comply with Congress' • 
mandate for the Agency to Ia"ke action 
slrniphtawny," 'EogfaJPidticr/Industries v. EPAlJt 
759 I". 2<li|0Zl;J at932t((DiC. Cir. 1985||. 

greater«n the HRS tare eligible far the 
NPL 

Under -the second mechanism for 
adding sites to the NPL each State may 
designate a single site as its top priority, 
regardless of the HRS acere. This 
mechanism is provided by section 
105(a)(8)(G) of CERCLA, as amended by 
SARA, which requires that, to the extent 
practicable, 'the NPL indude "within "the 
100 highest priorities, one facility 
designated by each State representing 
the greatest danger lo public health, 
welfare, or the environment among 
known facilities in the State. 

The third mechanism for listing, 
included in the.NCPat40CFR 
300166(b)(4) (SO in 37624, September M, 
1985). has been used only Sn rare 
instances. It allows certain sites -with 
HRS scares below 2&504o he eligible for 
the NPL if all of fhe following occur: 

• The Agency for Toxic Substances 
and Disease Registry (ATSDR)-of the 
US. Department of,Health-and Human 
Services has ismed a health advisory 
that recommends dissociation of 
individuals from the release. 

• EPA determines that the release 
poses a significant threat topdblic 
health. 

• CPA anticipates that it will be more 
cost-effective to-use-its-remedial 
authority than <to <use its removal 
authority to respond to the release 

All of die sites in today's final rede 
have been placed on the NPL based on 
their HRS scores. 

States ha ve die primary responsibility 
far identifying man-Federal sites, 
comparing HRS scores, and submitting 
Candida tBsi tes to the EPA Regional 
Offices. ERA Regional Offices coodnct a 
quality central neview of tbe States' 
candidate sites, and may assist hi 
Investigating, sampling, monitoring, and 
scoring sites. Regional (Offices also may 
consider candidate sites In addition 4o 
those submitted by States. IEPA 
Headquarters conducts -further quality 
assurance audita to -ensure accuracy .and 
consistency among the various ERA and 
State offices participating in the scoring. 
The Agency then proposes the sites that 
meet one of the three criteria for 3 i sting 
(as "well as Statutory requirements and 
EPA's listing policies) and solicits public 
comment on the proposal, fiased -on 
these comments and furtherreviewby 
EPA. the Agency determines final HRS 
scores and places those sites 'that still 
qualify on the final NPL. 

IV. Statutory -Requirements and Listing 
Policies 

CERCLA restricts ERA's authority to 
respond to certain categories of releases 
of hazardous substances, -pollutants, or 
contaminants by expressly excluding 

some substances, such as petroleum, 
from -the response program. In addition. 
CERCLA section 105(a)(8)(B) directs 
EPA to list priority sites "among" the 
known releases or -threatened releases 
of-hazardous substances, -pollutants, or 
contaminants, and secfion 105(a)(flQ(A) 
directs EPA to consider certain 
enumerated and "other appropriate" 
factors in doing so. Tims, as a .matter of 
policy, EPA has the discretion not to use 
CERCLA-to respond to certain types or 
releases. For example, EPA has chosen 
not to list sites that result from 
contamination associated with facilities 
licensed by the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission fNRC), -on the grounds that 
NRChas the authority and expertise to 
clean up releases from tbosefacilities 
(48 ER 40061. September«, 1983). Where 
other authorities exist placing Ihe site 
on the NPL for possible remedial action 
under CERCLA may not be appropriate. 
Therefore, EPA has-chosen 1o defer 
certain types of sites from the NPL-even 
though-CERCLA may provide authority 
to respond, if, however, the Agency later 
determines that sites deferred as a 
matter of-policy ere .not being properly 
responded lo, "the Agency may place 
them on the NPL 

The Agency has solicited comment on 
a policy lo expand deferral lo other 
Federal and State authorities f53 FR 
51415. -December 21,18880; however, that 
policy is not currently In effect and'has 
not been applied to sites in this Me. Hie 
Agency has committed rail lo Implement 
any partof an expanded deferral policy 
until publicand Congressional concerns 

and a decision reached on whether or 
not to implement such a policy. 

The listing policies and statutory 
requirements of relevance to this final 
rule cover Resource Conservation .and 
Recovery Act (RCRA) .pLS.floont-
6991i) sites,-Federal facility sites with 
"Special study wattes." and mining 
waste-sites. These and other listing 
policies and statutory requirements 
have been -explained tin -previous 
rulemakings, the latest being October 4. 
1989-(54-FR 41000). 

Releases From Resources Conservation 
and Jtecovery Act tRCRA) Sites 

On June 10.1986(51 ER 21064). EPA 
announced s decision on components of 
a policy for the listing or the deferral 
from listing on the NPL of several 
categories-of non-Federal sites subject 
to JRCRA subtitle C corrective action 
authorities. Under the policy, -sites not 
subject to -RCRA Subtitle Ccorrective 
action authorities will continue -to be 
placed on die NPL Examples of such 
si tes include: 
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• Facilities thai ceased treating, 
storing, or disposing of hazardous waste 
prior to-November 19,1980 (the effective 
date of Phase I of the Subtitle £ < 
regulations) and to which the RCRA 
corrective action or other authorities of 
Subtitle C cannot be applied. 

• Sites at which only materials 
exempted from the statutory or 
regulatory definition of so]id waste or 
hazardous waste are managed. 

• Contamination areas resulting from 
the activities of RCRA hazardous waste 
handlers to which RCRA subtitle C 
corrective action authorities do not 
apply, such as hazardous waste 
generators or transporters, which are 
not required to have Interim Status or a 
final RCRA permit. 

Further, the policy stated that certain 
RCRA sites at which Subtitle C 
corrective action authorities are 
available also may be listed if they meet 
the criterion for listing (i.e., an HRS 
score of 28.50 or greater) and they fall 
within one of the following categories. 

• Facilities whose owners have 
demonstrated an inability to finance 
corrective action as evidenced by their 
invocation of the bankrupcty laws. 

• Facilities that have lost . 
authorization to operate, and for which 
there pre additional indications that the 
owner or operator will be unwilling to 
undertake corrective action. 

• Facilities, analyzed on a case-by-
case basis, whose owners or operators 
have a clear history of unwillingness to 
undertake corrective action. 

On August 9,1988 (53 FR 30005), EPA 
announced a policy for determining 
whether RCRA facilities are unwilling to 
perform Corrective actions, and 
therefore should be proposed to the 
NPL. Additionally, on August 9,1988 (53 
FR 30002), EPA requested comment on a 
draft policy for determining when an 
owner/operator should be Considered 
unable to pay for addressing the 
contamination at a RCRA-regulated site; 
that draft policy Is still under review. 

On June 24,1988 (53 FR 23978), EPA 
announced its intent to list several other 
categories of RCRA facilities that the 
Agency considers appropriate for the 
NPL. These categories are non- or late 
filers, converters (i.e.. facilities whose 
part A permits have been withdrawn), 
protective filers, and sites holding RCRA 
permits issued before enactment of the 
Hazardous and Solid Waste 
Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. (Further 
definition of these terms is contained in 
the June 24,1988 policy announcement.) 
Consistent with this policy, 23 RCRA 
sites were placed on the final NPL on 
October 4,1989 (54 FR 41000). 

In this final rule, EPA is adding to the 
NPL six sites that are subject to RCRA 

subtitle C corrective action authorities. 
These sites are not appropriate for 
deferral under the NPL/RCRA deferral 
because policy either the site owners 
are unable to finance corrective action, 
as evidenced by their invocation of the 
bankruptcy laws, or the sites are 
converters. 

Releases from Federal Facility Sites 
On March 13,1989 (54 FR 10520), the 

Agency announced a policy for listing 
Federal facility sites on the NPL if they 
meet the prescribed eligibility criteria 
(e.g., an HRS score of 28.50 or-greater), 
even if the Federal facility also is 
subject to the corrective action 
authorities of RCRA subtitle C. In that 
way, cleanup, if appropriate, could be 
effected at those sites under CERCLA. 

Federal facility sites are placed in a 
separate section of the NPL. This rule 
adds 14 Federal facility sites to the final 
NPL. bringing the total number of final 
Federal facility sites to 93. Currently, 24 
Federal facility sites are proposed to the 
NPL. 

Releases of Special Study Wastes 
Section 105(g) of CERCLA, as 

amended by SARA, requires EPA to 
consider certain factors before adding 
sites involving RCRA "special study 
wastes" to the NPL. Section 105(g) 
applies to sites that (1) were not on or. 
proposed for the NPL as of October 17, 
1986 and (2) contain significant 
quantities of special study wastes as 
defined under RCRA sections 3001(b)(2) 
[drilling fluids], 3001(b)(3)(A](ii) [mining 
wastes], and 3001(b](3)(A)(iii) (cement 
kiln dusts). Before these sites can be 
added to the NPL, section 105(g) requires 
that the following information be 
considered, 

• The extent to which the HRS score 
for the facility is affected by the 
presence of the special study waste at or 
released from the facility. 

• Available information as to the 
quantity, toxicity, and concentration of 
hazardous substances that are 
constituents of any special study waste 
at, or released from, the facility; the 
extent of or potential for release Of such 
hazardous constituents; the exposure or 
potential exposure to human population 
and environment; and the degree of 
hazard to human health or the 
environment posed by the release of 
such hazardous constituents at the 
facility. 

This final rule includes one site 
containing or potentially containing 
special study wastes subject to section 
105(g). EPA has placed in the dockets an 
addendum that evaluates for the site the 
information called for in section 105(g). 
The addendum indicates that the special 

study waste presents a threat to human > 
health and the environment, and that thef-
site should be added to the NPL 

CERCLA section 125, as amended by 
SARA, addresses specific special study J: 
wastes described in RCRA section . , { 
3001 (b)(3)(A)(i) (fly ash and related 
wastes). No sites in this rule are subject 
to section (25. 

Response to Public Comments on . -_.j-
Special Study Waste Sites 

When EPA proposed to include on the 
NPL the special study waste site in 
today's final rule, the Agency received 
several public comments. The Agency's T 
responses to site-specific comments are A 
contained in the "Support Document forJ 
the Revised National Priorities List=- ' 
Final Rule, February 1990." (See Section 
V in today's final rule.) 

EPA also received general (i.e., non-
site-specific) comments from one _'r 
organization concerning the Agency's ' 
evaluation of coal tar special study 
waste sites. A summary of the issues 
raised in these comments and the 
Agency's response follow. EPA's 
response generally applies to all special 
study waste 6ites, not just to the one in '..j. 
today's final rule. ! j 

The commenter said that "it can be. r,v 
argued" that coal tar wastes, found at ...j 

the special study waste site in today's 
rule (see Section V), are "generated . ' ij 
primarily from the combustion of coal or. 
other fossil fuels" and, therefore, could jl 
be considered the type of special study .,j 
waste governed by CERCLA section 125,; 
However, the commenter said that, „ 
"|f]or purposes of these comments, we 
concur with EPA's categorization" of ... 
coal tar waste as a waste from the , 
"extraction, beneficiation.and r, 
processing of ores and minerals" 
governed by CERCLA section 105(g). 

In response, EPA has stated that ..j 
wastes produced in the coal gasification > 
process are subject to CERCLA section^ 
105(g), not section 125. See 54 HI 15319, 
April 17,1989; 54 FR 36642, September 1,; 
1989; and 54 FR 39301-2, September 25. .•? 
1989. The Agency's interpretation of r1 
RCRA section 3001(b)(3)(A)(ii), and, 
therefore, CERCLA section 105(g), as 
applying to wastes generated in the coal 
gasification process, also was stated in 
a September 15,1987 memorandum from 
Marcia Williams, then the Director of 
EPA's Office of Solid Waste, and 
Christina Kaneen, EPA Assistant 
General Counsel for RCRA, to Robert 
Duprey, Director of the Waste 
Management Division in EPA Region 8. 
(This memorandum is included in the 
Superfund docket for this final rule.) 
Therefore, the site with coal tar wastes 
in today's rule was evaluated as a 
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CERCLA section 105(g) special study 
waste site. 

The commenter also questioned EPA's 
interpretation of statutory requirements 
in evaluating special study waste sites. 
The commenter criticised "EPA's 
apparent position" that the requirements 
imposed on the Agency by CERCLA 
section 125 for listing sites with special 
study wastes described in RCRA section 
3001(b)(3)(A)(i) [fly ash and related 
wastes] are equivalent to those imposed 
by CERCLA section 105(g) for listing 
other special study waste sites. The 
commenter stated that CERCLA section 
125 imposes "burdens beyond those 
imposed by section 105(g) with respect 
to listing fossil fuel combustion waste 
sites pending revision of the HRS." 

In response, in EPA's view, the sites 
referred to by the commenter do not 
contain substantial volumes of wastes 
subject to CERCLA section 125. If. in the 
future, EPA proposes to include such a 
site on the NPL using the current HRS. 
the Agency will carefully evaluate and 
comply with the requirements of that 
section, and respond to the specific 
concerns raised by the commenter 
regarding the difference between 
sections 125 and 105(g). (No such sites 
have been listed to date since the 
enactment of section 125.) 

The commenter also stated that 
section 105(g) requires EPA to "consider 
the enumerated site-specific factors to 
determine whether the HRS score 
overestimates the actual risks posed by 
the site." He stated that if risks are 
overestimated, EPA must reassess its 
initial decision to list a site. He 
suggested that this reassessment could 
be done by revising the inputs used to 
score the site or by making a new listing 
decision based on an analysis of site-
specific factors listed hi section 105(g). 
The commenter stated that the HRS 
scoring packages, including the special 
study waste addenda, did not indicate 
that such a reassessment had been 
made. 

In response, EPA notes that CERCLA 
section 105(g) requires that certain 
factors (listed earlier in this preamble) 
be "considered" in ranking facilities 
containing special study wastes, but 
does not set forth a specific procedure to 
be followed in doing so. As required by 
section 105(g)(2)(A). EPA reviewed each 
site included in this final rule to: 
determine whether the presence of any 
special study waste at, or release of 
such waste from, the site may have had 
an effect on the HRS score. As noted 
above, only one site in today s final rule 
was affected. The information referred 
to in section 105(g)(2)(B). to the extent 
available within the meaning of that 

section, was gathered as reflected in the 
addendum to the scoring package. 

EPA is satisfied that in considering 
this and other special study waste sites, 
it has complied With the directive in 
section 105(g) to consider factors 
relating to special study waste sites. In 
the absence of specific direction from 
Congress as to the process by which 
those factors should be considered, EPA 
assembles the available information on 
each of those factors and summarizes 
that information in the addendum for 
each site. Where the HRS evaluation for 
a site is based at least in part on the 
presence of special study wastes or 
contaminants found in special study 
wastes, the Agency includes in the 
addendum a qualitative analysis related 
to the' risks posed by the site to 
complement the HRS evaluation. That 
analysis includes an evaluation of the 
toxicity of the contaminants present, an 
evaluation of potential or actual human 
exposures, and an assessment of the 
potential hazards at any possible points 
of exposure. In the case of the special 
study waste site included in today's 
final rule, based on information 
assembled hi the addendum. EPA has 
concluded that the site presents a threat 
to human health and. the environment 
and that inclusion on the NPL is 
warranted (53 FR 23992, June 24.1988). 

EPA notes that the requirements for 
consideration of Special study wastes in 
CERCLA section 105 differ significantly 
from those in CERCLA section 125, 
which applies only to sites containing 
waste described in RCRA section 
3001(bj(3)(A](i) (fly ash and certain 
other fossil fuel combustion wastes). 
Section 125, added by SARA, 
specifically prohibits EPA from 
including on the NPL any site for which 
the ranking was based principally on 
volume and not concentration of the 
constituents of the section 
3001(b)(3)(A)(i) waste. No such 
prohibition is contained in section 
105(g), also added by SARA. The 
legislative history of section 105(g) 
demonstrates that Congress had 
considered and rejected language 
similar to that used in section 125 in an 
earlier version of section 105(g). The 
intentional revision of section 105(g) to 
distinguish it from section 125 
demonstrates that Congress decided to 
give EPA wide discretion in adding 
special study waste facilities to the NPL. 
In particular, section 105(g) permits sites 
to be listed even if the ranking is based 
principally on total waste volume. 

The commenter also stated that EPA 
has failed to complywith CERCLA 
section 105(g) in proposing special study 
waste sites for the NPL, because EPA 

did not estimate quantities of hazardous 
constituents at each site. The • 
commenter said that any decision to list 
such a site must "be based on an 
assessment of the actual risks posed by 
the hazardous constituents of the wastes •  *  «•»  

In response, where data on factors 
such as quantity or concentration of 
hazardous substance constituents are 
not readily available, EPA is not 
required by SARA to collect new " 
information. SARA directs EPA to 
consider only "available information." 
and the Report to SARA explains that 
"(ijn the course of determining whether 
to add facilities containing special study 
wastes to the NPL in the interim period, 
if the President has sampling data from 
past or present on-site or off-site 
examination of the facility or releases 
from the facility available, he shall 
consider it" (H.R. Rep. No. 962, 99th 
Cong., 2d Sess. 202 (1986)). 

At sites where information on 
hazardous constituent quantity is 
available, EPA does consider that 
information, as discussed above. 
However, the Conference Report cited 
above emphasizes that although EPA is 
required to "consider" available 
information, this consideration should > • 
not involve "the conduct of risk . 
assessments." Thus, at those sites where 
some concentration data are available, 
the Agency has broad discretion in 
determining how the available 
information will be considered in listing 
decisions. 

The commenter also stated that the 
analysis of special study waste sites 
should not focus on the highest 
concentration of hazardous constituents 
but should consider the range of 
concentrations. 

In response, SARA directs EPA only 
to consider "available information" on 
"concentrations of hazardous 
substances" in special study Wastes; it 
does not specify in further detail How to 
analyze the site where multiple samples 
show differing levels of concentration, 
and that decision is therefore within the 
Agency's discretion. The commenter is 
correct in noting that EPA generally uses 
the highest concentrations found in 
order to ensure that the most severe 
threats identified are taken into account. 
Many of the hazardous constituents of 
the special study wastes have been 
found at high concentrations at the coal 
tar Waste sites referred to by the 
commenter. Listing such sites is not 
inconsistent with the Congressional 
concern that "high volume, low toxicity 
waste sites posing low risk * * *" not 
be listed on the NPL (131 Cong. Rec. S 
11601, September 18,1905). Furthermore; 
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because data generally are limited at the 
site inspection stage, high 
concentrations of certain hazardous 
substances in some samples may 
indicate that more extensive sampling 
later at the remedial stage will reveal 
elevated levels of these or other 
hazardous substances. These factors, 
taken together, justify EPA's approach 
of using the highest concentration data. 
This approach is consistent with EPA's 
approach to other similar scoring issues; 
for example, where multiple 
contaminants are found at a site, the 
most toxic constituent is used for 
scoring purposes. 

The commenter also stated that EPA 
has failed to consider readily available 
site-specific information on the direction 
of ground water flow in preparing 
special study waste addenda. 

in response, the Agency does not 
believe that section 105(g) requires 
assessing site-specific information on 
ground water flow direction. Nowhere in 
the statutory language or the legislative 
history of section 105 or other provisions 
of CERCLA, as amended, does Congress 
instruct EPA to consider the direction of 
ground water flow in scoring sites with 
special study wastes. Rather, Congress 
gives the Agency broad discretion to 
"rank sites as accurately as the agency 
believes is feasible, using information 
from preliminary assessments and site 
inspections, * * * and identification of 

potentially and actually contaminated 
water supplies for sensitive r;. 
environments" (HJL Rep. No."962,99th 
Cong., 2d Sess. 200 (1088)). 

The principal concern of Congress in 
enacting section 105(g) was that the 
current HRS may "introduce a bias in 
the hazard ranking system against large 
quantities of waste with the presence of 
trace toxic metals, such as typical 
mining wastes" (Senate Rep. No. 99-41, 
99th Cong., 1st Sess. 40 (1985)). Ground 
water flow direction is unrelated to this 
concern. In any case, at the site 
inspection stage, determining the'extent 
of population actually exposed Or 
threatened based on ground water flow 
information generally is not practicable 
(47 FR 31190, July 18,1982). In many 
instances, this information is not 
available, and in others, the flow 
direction varies over time. Requiring a 
precise measure of the affected 
population would substantially delay 
the listing of sites and substantially 
increase the costs associated with 
scoring sites. As stated in the legislative 
history for section 105, "(n]either the 
revised Hazard Ranking System 
required by this section nor any other 
provision of law or regulation requires 
the conduct of risk assessments at 
unlisted or listed facilities" (FLR. Rep. 
No. 962,99th Cong., 2d Sess. 202 (1986)). 

In analyzing any site, the Agency 
generally uses a radius of 3 miles or less 

around a site when determining the 
distance to the nearest well in the ' 
contaminated aquifer and the population' 
at risk due to actual or potential . m 
contamination. This methodology is 
reasonable because it recognizes the IT; 
potential for future population growth at 
locations downgradient from the site ';•? 
and for new data that indicate a 
different flow direction. Furthermore, -ta 
the purpose of the HRS is not only to :X)g? 
protect current ground water users, but fti 
more broadly to identify and protect ~ vdi| 
valuable ground water resources. 

V. Disposition of Sites in Today's Final r_. ' 
Rule ' 

This final rule promulgates 71 sites 
(table 1) and drops 1 site from several 
proposed rulemakings. These 72 sites 
are from the following proposed : n! 
updates: ... no'* 

• Update #2.(49 FR 40320, October 15,'S 
1984): 1 site -

• Update #3 (50 FR 14115, April 10, -
1985): 1 site - ".It'/ 

• Update #4 (50 FR 37950, September '>3 " 
18,1985): 3 sites 

« Update #5 (51 FR 21099, June 10, ' -'.o'V 
1986): 4 sites - . 7!.* 

Update #6 (52 FR 2492, )anuary 22, j Ja>-
1987): 6 sites 

• Update #7 (53 FR 23988, June 24, 
1988): 4 sites 

• Update #9 (54 FR 29820, July 14, 
1989): 8 sites 

TABLE 1.—NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST, NEW FINAL SITES (BY RANK), FEBRUARY 1990 

tilf:*! 

J 
•ib% 

. inR 
HPL 

Gf • Rank 

70 WA 

143 KY 
ISO VT 
163 DE 
197 Ml 

211 TN 
280 OK 
318 WA 
363 MA 
370 FL 
380 WA 
381 IA 
384 IN 
391 PA 
396 Ml 
412 GA 
457 SC 
483 IL 
486 OR 
515 FL 
524 OK 
537 NC 
539 Ml 
553 SC 
563 Ml 
567 VA 

. State Site Name City/County 

10 
10 
10 

11 
11 

11 
11 

12 
12 
12 

ALCOA (Vancouver Smelter) 
BranUey Landfill. 
Parker Sanitary Landfill.. 
E.I. Du Pont (Newport Plant LI) _ 
Hi-Mill Manufacturing Co 
Carrier Air Conditioning Co 
Oklahoma Refining Co 
Pasco Sanitary Landfdl 

Adas Tack Corp 
Aif co Plating Co 
Pacific Car A Foundry Co 
John Oeere (Ottumwa Works Lndfts)— 
Himco Dump., 
Avco Lycoming (Wffliamsport Oiv) 
State Disposal landfill, Inc 

Cedarlown Industries, lnc„ 

Rock Hilt Chemical Co : 
Amoco Chemicals (Joliet Landfill). 
Allied Plating, Inc 

Beulah Landfill.. 
Mosloy Road Sanitary Landfill.;....:—.-

FCX, Inc. (Statesvilte Plant) 
Michigan Disposal (Cork Street Lf).—. 

Sangamo/Twelve-Mite/HartweQ PC8 _ 
Bendtx Corp./AICed Automotive 
Arrowhead Assoc/Scov® Corp-

Vancouver. 
• • 

Island. ; » 
Lyndon 

~ 

Newport. i f .  
Highland. • z: 

CollierviHe. 

OyriL 

Pasco. • :.:JT • 

Faiihaven. 
Miami. 
Rentpn. 
Ottumwa. 
Elkhart. 
Wilfiamsport. 
Grand Rapids. 

Cedarlown. 

Rock Hill. 
JotieL 
Portland. 

Pensacola. 
Oklahoma City. ' "* 

Statesville. 
Kalamazoo. 

Pickens. j 
SL Joseph. 
Monlross. .V* C. 
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TABLE 1 .—NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST, NEW F.NAL S.TES (BYRANK). FEBRUARY- 1990-Continued 

NPL 
Gf1 

12 
12 

13 
13 
13 
13 

14 
14 
14 

15 
15 
IS 
15 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 

17 

18 
18 
18 
18 
18 

19 
19 
19 

20 
20 

Rank 

568 
598 

602 
622 
636 
648 
677 
695 
700 
713 
723 
739 

744 

754 
755 
762 
770 
781 
789 
795 

631 
861 
867 
871 
880 
897 
933 
939 
947 

966 
977 

Slate 

VA 
SC 

VA 
IL 
NY 
KS 

IL 
Ml 
Ml 

DE 
SC 
NY 

CT 

NY 
PA 
CA 
CA 
KY 
Wl 
SC 

CA 

MO 
FL 
FL 
AL 
WA 

CA 
ME 
WA 

PA 
Ml 

Site Name 

Atlantic Wood Industries, Inc ' 
Townsend Saw Chain Co "... ™ 

Suffolk City Landfill ._ 
OuPage Cty Ldf/BlackweD FdreM " 
Niagara Mohawk Power (Saratoga Sp) 
29th A Mead Ground Water Contamin 
H.O.D. Landfill 
Kaydon Corp.-
Muskegon Chemical Co 

City/County 

Portsmouth, '. 
j Pontiac. 

-j Suffolk. 
... J Warrenviile. 

Saratoga Springs 
Wichita. 

Tyler Refrigeration Pit 
Helena Chemical Co. Landfill ....... 
Carroll & Dufaies Sewage Disposal.. 
Linemaster Switch Corp 

Jones Chemicals. Inc. 

1 Sites are 
Number of 

Saegertown Industrial Area 
CTS Printer, Inc-— ; 
Sola Optical USA, Inc 
General Tire/Rubber (Mayfield Lnfj ,.1~ 
Madison Metro Sewer Dislrict Lag• 
Beaunit Corp (Circular Knit A Dye)..: 

TRW Microwave, Inc (Building 825)......... 
Missouri Electric Works..... 
Piper Aircraft/Vero Beach WtrASwr ..""iZ: 
Anodyne, Inc.. 
Redwing Carriers, Inc. (Saraland) 
Northwest Transformer (S Harkness)..._ 

Hewlett-Packard(62O-40 Page Mill) 
Saco Municipal Landfill 
Old Inland Pil.._....„ 

North Peon—Area 12 . 
Metal Working Shop .... 

Antioch. 
Muskegon. 
Whitehall 

Smyrna: 
Fairfax. 
Port Jervis. 

Woodstock. 

Caledonia. 
Saegertown. 
Mountain View. 
Petaluma. 
Mayfield. 
Blooming Grove. 

Fountain Inn. • . ' : 

J Sunnyvale. 

-j Cape Girardeau. 
J Vero Beach. 

North Miami Beach. 
Saraland.. 
Everson. 

placed in groups (Qr) 
New Final Sites: 67. 

corresponding to groups of SO on the final NPL 

Palo Alto. 
Saco. 
Spokane. 

Worcester. 
Lake Arm. 

NPL Gr1 

1 
3 

5 
7 

9 
10 
10 
10 

12 
13 
14 
16 
17 

19 

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST, FEDERAL FACILITY SITES, NEW FINAL (BY RANK), FEBRUARY 1990 

State 

CA 

MD 

WA 
NJ 
CA 
WA 
NH 
WY 
CA 
MA 
ME 
CA 
AZ 
MO 

Site Name 

Riverbank Army Ammunition Plant 

Aber Prov Ground-Edge wood Area 
Naval Air Sta. Whid Is (Ault) -
Picatinny Arsenal.! 

fort Ord 
Naval Air Sta. Whid Is (Sea^anej 
Pease Air Force Base 
F.E Warren Air Force Base! 

El Tore Marine Corps Air Station _... 
Fort Devens-Sudbury Training Ann.. 
Loring Air Force Base 
George Air Force Base.-
Yuma Marine Corps Air Station 

City/County 

Weldon Spring Form Army Ord Works.. 

' Sites are placed HI groups (Gr) corresponding to groups ol 50 on the final NPL. 
Number pi New Final Federal Facility Sites: 14. 

Riverbank. 
Edge wood. 

Whidbey Island. 

Rockaway Township. 

Marina. 
Whidbey Island. 
Portsmouth/Newington. 
Cheyenne. 
El Toro. 
Middlesex County. 
Limestone. 
Victorville. 
Yuma. 

Si Charies County. 

EPA read all comments received on 
these sites, including late comments. In 
past rules, F.PA responded even to lale 
comments. However, given the volume 
and number of late comments received 
and the need to make final decisions on 
all currently proposed sites prior to the 
date that the revised HRS takes effect, 
EPA was not able to respond to all late 

comments received for sites in this rule. 
EPA has responded (in the Support 
Document) to those comments received 
no later than October 31,1988 for all 
sites included in this final rule that were 
proposed in Updates #2, 3. 4. 5, 6. and 7 
and to those comments received no later 
than October 3,1989 for sites in this 
final rule that were proposed in Update 

*9. (EPA had previously indicated that 
it may no longer be able to consider lale 
comments (53 FR 23990, June 24.1988 
and 54 FT* 19527, May 5,1989)). Although 
EPA has not responded to all late 
comments, it has read all late comments, 
and has endeavored to respond in the 
Support Document to those late 
comments that bring to the Agency's 
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attention a fundamental error in the 
scoring of a site. In addition, the Agency 
has routinely responded to late 
comments resulting from EPA 
correspondence that provided 
commenters with more recent data or 
requested that the commenters be more 
specific in their comments. 

Based on the comments received on 
the proposed sites, as well as 
investigation by EPA and the States 
(generally in response to comment), EPA 
recalculated the HRS scores for 
individual sites where appropriate. 
Where the public comments Or 
additional information dropped a score 
below 28.50, the site has been removed 
from the NPL EPA's response to site-
specific public comments and 
explanations of any score changes made 
as a result of such comments are 
addressed in the "Support Document for 
the Revised National Priorities List-
Final Rule, February 1990." 

RCRA Sites 
Six sites are subject to Subtitle C 

corrective action authorities, but either 
the site owner has invoked the 
protection of the bankruptcy laws, or the 
Part A permit has been withdrawn 
(converter status). These sites are being 
added to the final NPL consistent with 
the NPL/RCRA listing policy: 
• CTS Printex, Inc., Mountain View, 

California (converter) 
• John Deere (Ottumwa Works 

Landfills), Ottumwa, Iowa (converter) 
• Oklahoma Refining Co, Cyril, 

Oklahoma (bankruptcy) 
• Allied Plating Inc., Portland, Oregon 

(bankruptcy) 
• Townsend Saw Chain Co., Pontiac, 

South Carolina (converter) 
• Carrier Air Conditioning Co, 

Collierville, Tennessee (converter) 

Federal Facility Sites 
This final rule adds 14 Federal facility 

sites to the NPL (Table 1). 

Special Study Waste Sites 
One site containing or possibly 

containing special study wastes is being 
added to the NPL in this rule: 

• Niagara Mohawk Power Corp. 
(Saratoga Springs Plant), Saratoga 
Springs. New York (coal tar wastes). 

Score Revisions 
EPA has revised the HRS scores for 19 

sites based on its review of comments 
and additional information developed 
by EPA and the States (table 2). Some of 
the changes have placed the sites in 
different groups of 50 sites. For one of 
these Sites, the public comments have 
resulted in scores below the cut-off of 
28.50. Accordingly, this site is being 

dropped from the proposed NPL at this 
time: 
• Keyser Avenue Borehole, Scranton, 

Pennsylvania 

TABLE 2—SITES WITH HRS SCORE 
CHANGES 

State/Site Name 
HRS Score 

State/Site Name Location Pro­
posed Pinal 

AZ/Vuma Marine Yuma 29.68 3224 
Corps Air 
Station. 

CA/CTS Printe*. Mountain 35.39 33.62 
Inc. View. 

CA/EI Toro El Toro 40.83 37X3 
Marine Corps 
Air Station. 

CA/Sola Optical Petaluma 35.57 33.39 
USA, Inc. 

DE/Tyler Smyrna 29.41 33.04 
Refrigeration 
Pit 

IL/Amoco Joliet..... 32.47 39.44 
Chemicals 
(Joliet Landfill). 

IL/H.O.O. Landlill.. Antioch 52.02 34.68 
KS/29th & Mead Wichita 42.79 35.35 

Ground Water 
Contamination. 

KY/Brantley Island— 58.15 52.73 
Landlill. 

MA/Atlas Tack Fairhaven 31.89 42.60 
Corp. 

Ml/Metal Lake Ann 30.12 : 28.82 
Working Shop. 

MO/Missouri Cape 33.40 3120 
Electric Works. Girardeau. 

MO/WekJon St. Charles 30.77 30.26 
Spring Former Co. 
Army 
Ordnance 
Works. 

PA/Keyser Scranton 30 24 00.00 
Avenue 
Borehole. 

SC/Rock Hill Rock Hill... 49.76 40.29 
Chemical Co. 

TN/Carrier Air Collierville . . 35.37 4891 
Conditioning 
Co. 

VA/Atlantic Portsmouth... 40.77 37.14 
Wood 
Industries, Inc. 

VT/Parker Lyndon 4625 5229 
Sanitary 
LandTiH. 

WA/Naval Air Whidbey 48.48 47.58 
Station. Island. 
Whidbey Island 
(Ault). 

VI. Disposition of All Proposed Sites/ 
Federal Facility Sites 

To date, EPA has proposed 10 major 
updates to the NPL Today's rule'results^'' 
In a total of 113 non-Federal sites and 24 
Federal facility sites that continue to be 
proposed pending completion of 
response to comment, resolution of 
technical issues and resolution of -
various policy issues (table 3). All sites 
that remain proposed will be considered 
for future final rules. Although these 
sites remain proposed, the comment 
periods have not been extended or 
reopened. 

M 

TABLE 3—NPL PROPOSALS 
m 

Update 
No. 

1 

2 _  

3 

4 

5—w -

6_ 

7..J 

8.... 

9 

10..... -

AT5DR 

Tola) 

Oate/FEOERAL 
REGISTER 
Citation 

9/8/83, 48 FR 
40674. 

10/15/84, 49 FR 
40320. 

4/10/85, 50 FR 
14115. 

9/18/85, 50 FR 
37950. 

6/10/86. 51 FR 
21099. 

1/22/87, 52 FR 
2492. 

6/24/88, 53 FR 
23988. 

5/5/89. 54 FR 
19S26. 

7/14/89, 54 FR 
2982a 

10/26/69, 54 FR 
43778. 

8/16/89, 54 FR 
33846. 

Number of Sites/. . 3 
Federal Facility ' I 

Sites . , 

Pro­
posed 

132/1 

208/36 

26/6 

38/3 

43/2 

63/1 

215/14 

10/0 

0/52 

23/2 

2/0 

760/117 

Remain-
ing : 
Pro: : •:-*% 

posed 

V?" 
16/3 Vr/ty 

0/0 

o/o V 
: ' fijl 

4/0. w 

.'.. 7/0.' 

57/2-^ 

5/0 "j 

0/17r 
-.1 
23/2 ~i 

0/0 

113/243 

Name Revisions 

The name of one site addressed in this 
final rule has been changed in response 
to information received during the 
comment period. The change is intended 
to reflect more accurately the location, 
nature, or potential sources of 
contamination at the site: 
• North Penn—Area 12 (proposed as 

Transicoil, Inc.). Worcester, 
Pennsylvania 

M 

V1L Contents of the NPL 

The 71 new sites added to the NPL in' 
today's rule (Table 1) have been .. 
incorporated into the NPL in order of ' 
their HRS scores except where EPA 
modified the order to reflect top 
priorities designated by the States, as 
discussed in greater detail in previous 
rulemakings, the most recent on March 
31. 1989 (54 FR 1329G). 

The NPL appears at the end of this 

final rule and will be codified as part of. 

Appendix B to the NCP. Sites on the 

NPL are arranged according to their 

scores on the HRS. The NPL is presented'Ti^; 

in groups of 50 sites to emphasize that !110S§S£ 

minor differences in HRS scores do not'inll"ii:i 

necessarily represent significantly 

different levels of risk. Except for the . . t.. 

first group, the score range within the' 

groups, as indicated in the list, is less' A^*-

i,- ht««\r 
"-/M 



than 4 points. EPA considers the sites 
within a group to have approximately 
the same priority for response actions. 
For convenience, the sites are 
numbered. 

The following three sites previously 
wore placed on the NPL because they 
met the requirements of the NCP at 
§ 300.66(b)(4). as explained in section III 
of this rule: 
• Forest Glen Mobile Home 

Subdivision. Niagara Fails. New York 
• Radium Chemical Co.. Inc.. Woodside 

New York City. New York 
• Lansdowne Radiation Site. 

Lansdowne. Pennsylvania 
These sites have HRS scores less than 
28i?: an<| aPPear at the end of the list 

This rule adds 14 new sites to the 
Federal facility section of the NPL by 
group number. 

VIII. Regulatory Impact Analysis 

The costs of cleanup actions that may 
be taken at sites are not directly 
attributable to placement on the NPL, as 
explained below. Therefore, the Agency 
has determined that this rulemaki^ is 
not a "major" regulation under 
Executive Order 12291. EPA has 
conducted a preliminary analysis of 
economic implications or today's 
amendment to the NCP. EPA believes 
that the kinds of economic effects 
associated with this revision generally 
are similar to those effects identified in 
the regulatory impact analysis (RIA) 
prepared in 1982 for the revisions to the 

j Pureuant lo section 105 of CERCLA 
and the economic analysis prepared 
when amendments to the NCP were 
proposed (50 FR 5882. February 12. 
1985). The Agency believes the 
anticipated economic effects related to 
adding these 71 sites to the NPL can be 
characterized in terms of the 
conclusions of the earlier RIA and the 
most recent economic analysis. This rule 
was submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget for review as 
required by Executive Order 12291. 
Costs 

EPA has determined that this 
rulemaking is not a "major" regulation 
under Executive Order 12291 because 
inclusion of a site on the NPL docs not 
'tself impose any costs. It does not 
establish that EPA necessarily will 
undertake remedial action, nor does it 
require any action by a private partv or 
determine its liability for site response 
costs. Costs that arise out of site 
responses result from site-by-site 
decisions about what actions to take, 
nit directly from the act of listing itself. 
Nonetheless, it is useful to consider the 
(ists associated with responding to all 
Ues included in this rulemaking 

„8163 
The major events that follow the 

proposed listing of a site on the NPL are 
a search for potentially responsible 
parties and a remedial investigation/ 
feasibility study (RI/FS) to determine if 
remedial actions will be undertaken at a 
site. Design and construction of the 
selected remedial alternative follow 
completion of the RI/FS. and operation 
and maintenance (O&M) activities may 
continue after construction has been. 
completed. 

EPA initially bears costs associated 
with responsible party searches. 
Responsible parties may bear some or 
all the costs of the RI/FS. remedial 
design and construction, and O&M. or 
EPA and the States may share costs. 

The State cost share for site cleanup 
activities has been amended by section 
104 of SARA. For privately-owned sites, 
as well as at publicly-owned but not 
publicly-operated sites, EPA will pay for 
100% of the costs of the RI/FS and 
remedial planning, and 90% of the costs 
associated with remedial action. The 
State will be responsible for 10% of the 
remedial action. For publicly-operated 
sites, the State cost share is at least 50% 
of all response costs at the site, 
including the RI/FS and remedial design 
and construction of the remedial action 
selected. After the remedy is built, costs 
fall into two categories: 

• For restoration of ground water and 
surface water, EPA will share in startup 
costs according to the criteria in the 
previous paragraph for 10 years or until 
a sufficient level of protectiveness is 
achieved before the end of 10 years. 

• For other cleanups. EPA will share 
for up to 1 year the cost of that portion 
of response needed to assure that a 
remedy is operational and functional. 
After that, the State assumes full 
responsibilities for O&M. 

In previous NPL rulemakings, the 
Agency estimated the costs associated 
with these activities (RI/FS. remedial 
design, remedial action, and O&M) on 
an average per site and total cost basis. 
EPA will continue with this approach, 
using the most recent (1988) cost 
estimates available: these estimates are 
presented below. However, there is 
wide variation in costs for individual 
sites, depending on the amount, type, 
and extent of contamination. 
Additionally, EPA is unable to perdict 
what portions of the total costs 
responsible parties will bear, since the 
distribution of costs depends on the 
extent of voluntary and negotiated 
response and the success of any cost-
recovery actions. 

Cost category 
Average 
total cost 
per arte 1 

RI/FS 1.300,000 
1.500.000 

•25,000,000 
*3.770.000 

Remedial Design _ 
Remedial Action... 

1.300,000 
1.500.000 

•25,000,000 
*3.770.000 Net present value of O&M * 

1.300,000 
1.500.000 

•25,000,000 
*3.770.000 

•"w v/.u uvmoi o. » 
'Includes State cost-share. 

cosl °' mBr 30 years, $400 ooo 
for the first year and 10% discount rale. 

Source: Office of Program Management. 
Office of Emergency and Remedial Response. 
U.S. EPA. 

Costs to States-associated with 
today's final rule arise from the required 
State cost-share of: (l) io% of remedial 
actions and 10% of first-year O&M costs 
at privately-ownedaites and sites that 
are publicly-owned but not publicly-
operated; and (2) at least 60% of the 
remedial planning (RI/FS and remedial 
design), remedial action, and first-year 
O&M costs at publicly-operated sites. 
States will assume the cost for O&M 
after EPA's period of participation. 
Using the assumptions developed in the 
1982 RIA for the NCP. EPA has assumed 
that 90% of the 57 non-Federal sites 
added to the NPL in this rule will be 
privately-owned and 10% will be State-
or locally-operated. Therefore, using the 
budget projections presented above, the 
cost to States of undertaking Federal 
remedial planning and actions, but 
excluding O&M costs, would be 
approximately $211 million. State O&M 
costs cannot be accurately determined 
because EPA. as noted above, will share 
O&M costs for up to 10 years for 
restoration Of ground water and surface 
water, and it is not known how many 
sites will require this treatment and for 
how long. However, based on past 
experience, EPA believes a reasonable 
estimate is that it will share startup 
costs for up to 10 years at 25% of sites. 
Using this estimate, State O&M costs 
would be approximately $183 million. 

Placing a hazardous waste site on the 
final NPL does not itself cause firms 
responsible for the site to bear costs. 
Nonetheless, a listing may induce firms 
to clean up the sites voluntarily, or it 
may act as a potential trigger for 
subsequent enforcement or cost-
recovery actions. Such actions may 
impose costs on firms, but the decisions 
to lake such actions are discretionary 
and made on a case-by-case basis. 
Consequently, precise estimates of these 
effects cannot be made. EPA does not 
believe that every site will be cleaned 
up by a responsible party. EPA cannot 
project at this time which firms or 
industry sectors will bear specific 
portions of the response costs, but the 

i,5 It 

t j |  

ify 
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Agency considers: the Volume and 
nature of the waste at the sites; the 
strength of the evidence linking the 
wastes at the site to the parties; the 
parties' ability to pay; and other factors 
when deciding whether and how to 
proceed against the parties. 

Economy-wide effects of this 
amendment to the NCP are aggregations 
of effects on firms and State and local 
governments. Although effects could be 
felt by some individual firms and States, 
the total impact of this amendment on 
output, prices, and employment is 
expected to be negligible at the national 
level, as was the case in the 1982 RlA. 

Benefits 

The real benefits associated with 
today's amendment placing additional 
sites on the NPL are increased health 
and environmental protection as a result 
of increased public awareness of 
potential hazards. In addition to the 
potential for more federally-financed 
remedial actions, expansion of the NPL 
could accelerate privately-financed, 
voluntary cleanup efforts. Listing sites 
as national priority targets also may 
give States increased support for 
funding responses at particular sites. 

As a result of the additional CERCLA 
remedies, there will be lower human 
exposure to high-risk chemicals, and 
higher-quality surface Water, ground 
water, soil, and air. These benefits are 
expected to be significant, although 
difficult to estimate in advance of 
completing the RI/FS at these sites. 

IX. Regulatory Flexibility Act Analysis 

The Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1900 
requires EPA to review the impacts of 
this action on small entities, or certify 
that the action will not have a 
significant impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. By small 
entities, the Act refers to small 
businesses, small government 
jurisdictions, and nonprofit 
organizations. 

While modifications to the NPL are 
considered revisions to the NCP, they 
are not typical regulatory changes since 
the revisions do not automatically 
impose costs. The placing of sites on the 
NPL does not in itself require any action 
of any private party, nor does it 
determine the liability of any party for 
the cost of cleanup at the site. Further, 
no identifiable groups are affected as a 
whole. As a consequence, it is hard to 
predict impacts on any groUp. Placing a 
site on the NPL could increase the 
likelihood that adverse impacts to 
responsible parties (in the form of 
cleanup costs) will occur, but EPA 
cannot identify the potentially affected 
business at this time nor estimate the 
number of small businesses that might 
be affected. 

The Agency docs expect that certain 
industries and firms within industries 
that have caused a proportionately high 
percentage of waste site problems could 
be significantly affected by CERCLA 
actions. However. EPA does not expect 
the impacts from the listing of these 57 
non-Federal sites to have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number Of small businesses. 

In any case, economic impacts would 
occur only through enforcement and ( 
cost-recovery actions, which are taken 
at EPA's discretion on a site-by-site ' 
basis. EPA considers many factors when: 
determining what enforcement actions. : 
to take, including not only the firm's ' 
contribution to the problem, but also the J 
firm's ability to pay. i 

The impacts (from cost recovery) on 
small governments and nonprofit * 
organizations would be determined on a 
similar case-by-case basis. 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300 * 

Air pollution control, chemicals, ,T 
Hazardous materials, Intergovernmental^ 
relations. Natural resources, Oil ^ 
pollution. Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Superfund, Waste ^ 
treatment and disposal, Water pollution 3 
control, Water supply. 1! V 

Dated: February 9,1990. 
Don R.Clay, , -o 
Acting Assistant Administrator. Office of l\ 
Solid Waste and Emergency Response. 

40 CFR part 300 is amended as 
follows: 

PART 300-—[AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for part 300 J, 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 9605; 42 U.S.C. 9620; 33 : 
D.S.C. 1321(c)(2); E.0.11735 (38 fit 21243): -fi 
E.0.12580 (52 FR 2923). 

'l 
2. Appendix B of part 300 is revised to ^ 

read as set forth below. 
f • w BILLING CODE 6564-50-M 



Appendix  B-National Priorities List 

'Nattonal Priorities List (by Rank) 
February 1990 

NPL EPA 
Rank Res St Stta Name 

CIty/County 

Croup 1 (MRS Scorn 75.60 • 58.54) 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
S 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 

02 
03 
03 
02 
01 
02 
02 
07 
03 
02 
01 
02 
05 
01 

15 02 
16 01 
17 OS 
IS 06 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 

01 
08 
08 
06 
05 
01 
03 
03 
06 
05 
08 
06 
04 
09 
01 
06 
02 
08 

37 06 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
43 
46 

01 
05 
05 
04 
02 
02 
03 
02 
02 

NJ 
DE 
PA 
NJ 
HA 
NJ 
NT 
IA 
0E 
NJ 
MA 
NJ 
HI 
MA 
NJ 
NM 
MN 
AR 
NN 
MT 
SO 
TX 
MI 
NN 
PA 
PA 
TX 

ON 
MT 
TX 
AL 
CA 
HE 
TX 
NJ 
CO 
TX 
HA 
MN 

47 04 
48 08 
49 10 
50 05 

FL 
NJ 
NJ 
PA 
NT 
NJ 
PL 
NT 
UA 
Wt 

Upari Landfill 
Tybouts Corner Landfill • 
Rrutn Lagoon 
Helen Kramer Landfill 
Induatri-Pies 
Price Landfill • 
Pollution Abatement Service* • 
LaBotnty Site 
Army Creek Landfill 
CPS/Hadison Induatrie* 
Nyanta Chemical Uaate OUIB 
GENS Landfill 
Nerlln t farro 
Balrd t HeCuire 
lone Pine Landfill 
Somertworth Sanitary Landfill 
PMC Corp. (Frldtey Plant) 
Vartac, Inc. 
Keefe Environmental Services 
Silver Sou Creek/Butte Area 
Uhltewood Creek * 
French, ltd. 
Li<*jfd Disposal, Inc. 
Sylvester • 
Tysons Dirp 
HcAdoo Associates • 
Moteo, inc. • 
Areanua Iron 8 Metal 
East Helena Site 
Sikes Disposal Pita 
Triana/Tennessee River 
Stringfellow • 
McKIn Co. 
Crystal Chemical Co. 
Bridgeport Rental I Oil Service* 
Sand Creek Industrial 
Geneva Industrles/Fuhrmenn Energy 

t Co lne t*et0° Plan*> 
Reilly Tar (St. Loui* Park Plant) 
Neu Brlghton/Arden NiUs 
Schuylkill Metals Corp. 
Vlneland Chemical Co., Inc. 
Burnt Fly tog 
Pi£ltcker Industrie* Inc. 
Old Bethpage Landfill ' 
Shieldalloy Carp. 
Reeve* Southeast Calvaniiing Corp 
Anaconda Co. Smelter ^ 
Western Processing Co., inc. 
Onega Mills North Landfill 

Pitman 
New Castle County 
Bruin Borough 
Mantua Township 
Woburn 
Pleasantvilie 
Oswego 
Charts* City 
New Castle County 
Old Bridge.Township 
Ashland 
Gloucester Township 
Swart* Creek 
Nolbroofc 
Freehold Township 
Somersworth 
Prldtey 
Jacksonville 
Epping 
Si I Bow/Deer Lodge 
Uhltewood 
Crosby 
Utica 
Nashua 
Upper Merlon Twp 
HcAdoo Borough 
La Marque 
Darke County 
East Helena 
Crosby 
Ltmestone/Horgan 
Glen Avon Heights 
Gray 
Houston 
Bridgeport 
Commerce City 
Houston 
Acton 
St. Louis Park 
New Brighton 
Plant City 
Vineland 
Marlboro Township 
Philadephia 
Oyster Bay 
Newfield Borough 
Taepa 
Anaconda 
Kent 
Cernantown 

National Priorities list (by Rank) 
February 1990 

MPL EPA 
Rank Reg St Site Ha 

Ci ty/County 

Group 2 (MRS Scores 58.41 • 56.16. except for state top priority sites) 

51 04 
52 02 
53 
54 
55 

02 
06 
07 

56 OS 
57 OS 
58 04 
59 02 
60 02 
61 05 
62 
63 
64 

81 
82 

84 
85 

93 
94 

99 
100 

10 
05 
05 

65 04 
66 04 
67 
68 
69 OS 
70 10 
71 
72 
73 

04 
10 
09 

74 05 
75 05 
76 09 
77 
78 
79 

02 
09 
05 

80 01 
01 
06 

83 05 
04 
01 

86 08 
87 05 
88 06 
89 01 
90 03 
91 07 
92 08 

07 
05 

95 04 
96 04 
97 09 
98 04 

08 
07 

PL 
NJ 
NT 
OK 
KS 
IN 

' OH 
FL 
NJ 
NJ 
MI 
UA 
Ut 
Ml 
sc 
SC 
UI 
Fl 
OH 
UA 
FL 
UA 
A2 
IN 
Wt 
CA 
NT 
CA 
MI 
Rl 
MA 
LA 
ON 
SC 
CT 
CO 
IL 
NM 
VT 
W 
NO 
NO 
IA 
UI 
TN 
KT 
CU 
MS 
UT 
KS 

American Creosote (Pensacola Pit) 
Caldwell Trucking Co. 
G£ Moreau 
Tar Creek (Ottawa County) 
Cherokee Couity 
Seymour Recycling Corp. • 
United Scrap Lead Co., Inc. 
Peak Oil Co./Bay Drue Co. 
Brick Township Landfill 
Brook Industrial Park 
American Anodeo, Inc. 
Frontier Hard Chrome, Inc. 
Janetville Old Landfill 
Northernalre Plating 
Kalama Specialty Chemicals 
independent Nail Co. 
Janetville Ash Bads 
Oavia Landfill 
Miami Cocnty lnclnaritor 
ALCOA (Vancouver Seal tar) 
Gold Coaat 011 Corp. 
General ltectrte(tpokene Shop) 
Tucson internettonel Airport Arts 
intemstionsl Mlnersls (E. Plant) 
Wheelar Pit 
Operating industries, lne. Lndfll 
Uids Beech Development 
Iran Nouiteln Nine 
Gratiot Cointy Landfill • 
Pie iI to Farm • 
New Bedford Site • 
Old Inger Oil Refinery • 
Chem-Dyne • 
SCROt Bluff Road • 
Laurel Park, Inc. • 
Marshall Landfill • 
OJtboard Marine Corp. • 
South Valley • 
Pine Street Canal • 
West Virginia Drawee • 
Elllsville Sits • 
Arasnte Trioalde Sits • 
Aide* Corp. • 
N.W. Msuthe Co., Inc. • 
North Hollywood Dimp * 
A.L. Taylor (Valley of Drum) • 
Ordot Landfill • 
Flowood Sits • 
Rosa Park Sludge Pit • 
Arkansas City Duip • 

Pensacola 
Fairfield 
touth Glen Falls 
Ottawa County 
Cherokee County 
Seymour ' 
Troy 
Tanpe 
Brick Township 
Bond Brook 
Ionia 
Vancouver 
Janesvilie 
Cadillac 
Beaufort 
Beaufort 
Janesvlile 
Oavls 
Troy 
Vancouver 
Miami 
Spokane 
Tucson 
Terra Haute 
La Prairie Township 
Monterey Perk 
Brent 
Redding 
St. Louis 
Coventry 
New Bedford 
Oerrow 
Hamilton 
Cotuifcia 
Naugatuek Borough 
Boulder County 
Uaukegan 
Albuquerque 
Burlington 
Point Pleasant 
Elllsvilla 
Southeastern NO 
Cornell Bluffs 
Appleton 
Menphis 
Brooks 
Guam 
Flowood 
Sett Lake City 
Arkansas Cit 



national Priorities Hat (by Rank) 
February 1990 

HPL EPA 
Rank Reg St Site Naoie City/County 

Grixp 3 (MRS Score* 35.97 • 52.29) 

101 02 NJ 
102 08 CO 
103 02 NJ 
104 05 MN 
105 05 IL 
106 05 IL 
107 03 PA 
108 05 MN 
109 01 MA 
no 10 ID 
in 02 NT 
112 02 NJ 
113 09 CA 
114 10 UA 
115 03 PA 
116 08 UT 
117 01 CT 
118 02 NT 
119 02 NT 
120 09 A2 
121 10 OR 
T22 10 UA 
123 02 NT 
124 04 AL 
125 05 Ml 
126 04 FL 
127 02 NJ 
128 10 ID 
129 02 NJ 
130' 03 PA 
131 04 AL 
132 04 FL 
133 OS IL 
134 05 MI 
135 06 TX 
136 01 MH 
137 05 MI 
138 05 Ml 
139 09 CA 
140 03 VA 
141 02 NJ 
142 05 MN 
143 04 KY 
144 04 NC 
145 01 VT 
146 02 NJ 
147 04 FL 
148 04 CA 
149 02 NT 
150 01 VT 

Scientific Chemical Processing 
California Gulch : 
D'Imperfo Property 
Oakdale Dunp. 
Parsons Casket Hardware Co. 
A 4 F Materfal Reclaiming, inc. 
Oouglassville Disposal 
Coppers Coke 
Plymouth Harbor/Cannon Eng. Corp. 
Striker NIK Mining, 4 Petallurg 
Hudson River PCBs 
Universal Oil ProductsCChem Oiv) 
Aerojet General Corp. 
Com Bay, South Taccna Channel 
Osborne Landfill 
Portland Cement (Kiln Oust 2 4 3) 
Old Southington Landfill 
Syosset Landfill 
Clrcuitron Corp. 
'Nineteenth Avenue Landfill 
Teledyne Uah Chang 
Midway Landfill 
Sinclair Refinery 
Mowbray Engineering Co. 
Splegelberg Landfill 
Miami Drue Services 
Reich Farm* 
union Pacific Railroad Co. 
South Brunswick Landfill 
Raymark 
Cibe-Geigy Corp. (Mcintosh Plant) 
Kassauf-Kimerting Battery , 
Uauconda Sand 4 Gravel 
Bofora Nobel, Inc.-
Bailey Uaste Oisposal 
Ottati 4 Goaa/Kingston Steel Drue 
Ott/Story/cordova Chemical Co. 
Thermo-Chem, Inc. 
Brown 4 Bryant, Ine.(Arvln Plant) 
Greenwood Chemical Co. 
NL Industries 
St. Regis Paper Co. • 
Brantley Landfill 
Aberdeen Pesticide Dunp* 
Burgess Brothers Landfill 
Ringvood Mines/Landfill 
Uhitehouse Oil Pits 
Hercules 009 Landfill 
Jones Sanitation 
Parker Sanitary Landfill 

• . .  I .  

: '!•' •'( i-ftlP'' i • \i v' 

Carlstadt 
Leadvi tie 
Hamilton Township 
Oakdale 
Belvidere 
Greenup 
Oouglassville 
St. Paul 
Plymouth 
Smelterville 
Hudson River 
East Rutherford 
Rancho Cordova 
Taeoraa 
Grove City 
Salt Lake City 
Southington 
Oyster Bay 
East Farmingdale 
Phoenix 
Albany 
Kant 
Uetlsvtlle 
Greenville 
Green Oak Township 
Miami 
Pleasant Plains 
Pocatello 
South Brunswick 
Hatboro 
Mcintosh 
Taupe 
Uauconda 
Muskegon 
Bridge City 
Kingston 
Oalton Township 
Muskegon 
Arvin 
Newtown 
Pedrfektown 
Cass Lake 
Island 
Aberdeen 
uoodford-
Rtngwood Borough 
Uhitehouse 
Brunswick 
Hyde Park 
Lyndon 

"1"' 

Rational Priorities List (by Rank) 
February 1990 

NPL EPA 
Rank Reg St Site Na 

0) 
M e>. a> 

City/County 

6r«* A (HRS Score* 32.29 • 49.33) 

131 
152 
153 
154 
155 
154 
157 
155 
159 
160 
161 
162 
163 
164 
165 
166 
167 
168 
169 
170 
171 
172 
173 
174 
175 
176 
177 
178 
179 
180 
181 
182 
183 
184 
185 
186 
187 
188 
189 
190 
191 
192 
193 
194 
193 
196 
197 
198 
199 
200 

05 MI Velstcol Chemical (Michigan) 
05 OH Siaait National 
02 NY Love Canal 
03 OE Coker's Sanitation Service Lndf Is 
05 HI Rockwell International (Allegan) 
05 MM Pine Band Sanitary Landfill 
07 IA Lawrence Todti Farm 
05 IN Fisher-Calo 
04 FL Pioneer Sand Co. 
05 MI Springfield Township Ouip 
03 PA HranleeLandfi.il, 
04 NC Martin-Marietta, todyeco. Inc. 
03 0E Eit. Du Pont (Newport Plant Lf) 
03 PA Hellertown Manufacturing Co. 
04 FL Zellweod Creund Water Contamln 
05 Ml Packaging Corp. of America 
05 U! Muskego Sanitary Landfill 
10 10 Kerr-MeGee Chemical(Soda Springs) 
02 NY Hooker (S Area) 
03 PA Lindane Dunp 
08 CO Central City-Clear Creek 
02 NJ Ventron/Velsicol 
04 FL Taylor Road Landfill 
01 RI Wastarn Sand 4 Gravel 
02 NY Rosen Brothers Scrap Yard/Duip 
04 SC toppers Co Ine (Florence Plant) 
02 NJ Haywood Chemical Co. 
02 NJ Mascotita Corp. 
05 OH Industrial Exeesa Landfill 
06 at Hardage/Crtner 
05 MI Rose Township Duap 
05 MM Waste Disposal Engineering 
02 NY Liberty Industrial Finishing 
02 NJ Kin-Buc landfill 
05 IN Waste, Inc., Landfill 
05 OH Bowers Landfill 
06 TX Brio Refining, Inc. 
02 NJ Ciba-Geigy Corp. 
05 MI Butterworth 82 Landfill 
02 NJ American Cyanemid Co. 
03 PA Heleva Landfill 
02 NJ Euan Property 
02 NY Betavia Landfill 
05 IL Woodstock Nuiiclpal Landf 111 
OS NN Belie Ctocade/Onari/Medtrehics 
01 RI Landfill 4 Resource Recovery 
05 MI. Hi-Ml 11 Manufacturing Co. 
03 PA Butler Mine Timet 
04 FL Northwest 58th Street Landfill 
02 NJ Delilah Road 

St. Louis 
Oeerfleld Township 
Niagara Falls 
Kant Couity 
Allegan 
Dakota County 
Caemneh* 
LaPorte 
Warrington 
Devtiburg ' 
Buffalo Township' 
Charlotte 
Report 
Hellertown 
Zellwood 
filer City 
Muskego 
Soda Springs 
Niagara Falls 
Harrison Township 
Idaho Springs 
Wood Ridge Borough 
Seffner 
Burrillvill* 
Cortland 
Florence 
Maywood/Rochelle Pk 
Millvilla. 
Uniontown 
Criner... 
Rose ToimsMp 
Andover 
Farmingdale 
Edison Township 
Michigan City 
Clrclevill* 
Friendswood 
Toms River 
Grand Rapids 
Bowd Brook 
North Whitehall Twp 
Shamong Township 
Batsvis 
Woodstock 
Fridley -
North Smithfield 
Highland 
Pittston 
Hialaah 
Egg Harbor Township 
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NPL EPA 

»** Reg St Site Na 
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National Priorities List (by Rank) 

February 1990 

City/County 

202 
203 
204 
205 
206 
207 
206 
209 
210 
211 
212 
213 
214 
215 
216 
217 
218 
219 
220: 
221 
222 
223 
224 
225 
226 
227 
228 
229 
230 
231 
232 
233 
234 
235 
236 
237 
238 
239 
240 
241 
242 
243 
244 
245 
246 
247 
248 
249 
250 

03 PA 
02 NJ 
02 NJ 
01 cr 
04 R 
05 M l  
01 VT 
04 NC 
02 NJ 
05 UI 
04 TN 
05 HI 
:09 CA 
02 NJ 
06 TX 
02 NJ 
09 CA 
06 LA 
05 IL 
07 HO: 
OS HI 
02 NT 
04 NC 
08 CO 
05 HN 
03 PA 
03 >C 
05 UI 
07 IA 
07 NE 
02 NJ 
01 HA 
02 NJ 
04 IN 
02 NT 
04 R 
04 JC 
02 NJ 
05 UI 
07 ICS 
02 NJ 
01 tl 
01 HA 
02 NJ 
03 VA 
05 OH 
08 CO 
02 NJ 
04 NC 
04 SC 

Kill Creek Ourp 
Glen Ridge Radfui Site 

Bennfngtor, Hunlelpel Sanitary IR 

% ."KS2S«r 
SchmBlz Dunp 

ss"sys;* <«»•*•> 
Steweo, inc. 
Sherkey, landfill 
Selma Treating Co. 
01eve Reber 

uh«M~ tMUnola) 
W^eeUng OI.po.al Service Co. If 

•Johnstown city Landfill 
NC State u (lot 86, Farm Unit #1) 
Lowry Larriflll ™ 
HaeCill I. < Glbba/Beli Lcrter 
Hunterstown Road 
Woodlawn County landfill 
Hj*M«v»ch Sanitary landfill 
H d-Amerlca Tanning Co. 
r T'?,?rJ"eturi'* Co. 
Corbe fiu North landfill 
Re-Solva, Inc. 
Coot* Farm 

S" c~»» 
S»PP Battery Salvage 
Uanchem, Inc. 
Chemical leaman Tank line., jne 
fe£kl S tp0M,1 S'rv(e» Landfill 
0e*pke 0l.po.al (Hollldey) 

Chlsman Creek 
Chemical 

Eagle Mine 
ChamleaI Control 
S2 tf8000 * Cru" 
Leonard Chemical Co., Inc. 

trie 
Clan Ridge . 
Montclalr/u Orange 
Vernon 
Taapa 
Utlca 
Bennington 
Shelby 
franklin Borough 
Harri.on 
Coltfervllie 
Lansing 
Viaalla 
Pemberton township 
Waskcn 
Parsippany/Troy H i s  
Selma 
Sorrento 
Marshal 1 
Amazonia 
NanceI one Township 
To*" of Johnstown 
Raleigh 
Arapahoe County 
Mew Brighton 
Straben Township 
Voodlawn 
Williamstown 
Sergeant Bluff 
Lindsay 
Mount Olive Twp 

. Dartmouth 
Plenateed Township 
Toone 
Mo Ira 
Cottondale 
Burton 
Bridgeport 
Brookfield 
Johnson County 
florence Township 
Smlthfleld 
Tyngtborough 
Wlnslow Township 
Tork County 
Salem 
Minturn/Redellff 
Elisabeth 
Cordova 
Rock N|ll 

Ci ty/County 

09 CA 
09 CA 
04 R 
02 NT 

MO Lee Chemical 
CT Beacon Heights landfill 

""B ECold Creek Plant) 
Mi TorchTake H°rth#rn (Bra,r*rd) 

Ri Central Landfill 
MA Malvern TCE 
MT Facet Enterprises, Inc. 

s a-"" c°rp-
VA Cl( Battery Co., Inc. 
IN Murray-Ohio Duip 
t* Envlroehae Corp. 
IN NIDCO i 
OH Ormet Corp. 
OH South Point Plant 
-T Gal I up*. Quarry 

Wi'tmoyer Laboratories 
1. 5°'""n-Evans wood Preserving Co 
A Carpenter £ ' 
A Shrlver'. Corner 
A Oorney Rood landfill 
A Berks Landfill 
* Northslde Sanitary Landfill, ine 
r Polllrt,a" Contro , £c 
C Oklahoma Refining Co. 

Co,,t Mlpe Lines 
' Global Sanitary landfill 
• florida Steel Corp. 
' ^"Vfirestone Tire 

Culpeper Wood Preservers, fnc 
Pagel's Pit 
University Nlm Ro.emo^t R„ Cfn 
Freeway Sanitary landfill 

Mid-South Wood Products 
Newsom Brothers/Old Relehhold 
Atlas Asbestos Mine 
Coalings Asbestos Mine 
Brom wood Preserving 
fort Washington Landfill 

Hmle,P#t LndfU #1 
combe Fill South Landfill 

Ironton 
Battle Creek 
Liberty 
Beacon Falls 
Bueks 
Bra Inerd/Baxter 
Houghton County 
Johnston 
Malvern 
Elmira 
New Cestle County 
Nes^ehonlng 
Salisbury 
Volley Township 
Chesterfield County 
Lawreneeburg 
2ionsvllie 
Gary 
Hamlbal 
South Point 
flainfleld 
Jackson Township 
W< i tehouse 
Wiarton Borough 
Straban Township 
Upper Macungte Twp 
Spring Township 
2lonsville 
Rockford 
Cyril 
F111more 
Old Bridge Township 
Indiantown 
Lower Pottsgrove Twp 
Culpeper 
Rockford 
Ros amount 
Burnsvllle 
Tomah 
Coodyear/AvondeIe 
SalInas 
Pltawtead Township 
Mens 
Coliafeia 
Fresno County 
Coal Inge 
Live Oak 
fort Washington 
Colurtxm 
Chester Township 



• 

National priorities Lltt (by Rank) 
February 1990 

NPL EPA 
Rank Reg St Site Nan* City/County 

Group 7 (HRS Score* 45.14 • 42.86) 

301 02 NJ J1S Landfill 
302 02 NT Tronic Plating Co., Inc. 
303 <03 PA Centra County Kapsne 
304 <04 FL Agrlco Chemical Co. 
305 OS OH Fields Brook-
306 <01 CT Solvents Recovery Service New Eng 
307 08 CO Woodbury Chenlcal Co. 
308 02 NJ Ualdlck Aerospace Devices, Inc. 
309 01 <MA Hocomonco Pond 
310 04 KT Dlstler Brickyard 
311 02 NT Ramapo Landfill 
312 09 CA Coast Wood Preserving 
313 09 CA South Bay Asbestos Area 
314 02 NT Mercury Refining, Inc. 
315 04 FL Hollingsworth Solderless Terminal 
316 02 NT Olean Well Field 
317 09 CA FalrchlId Semicohduet(S San Jose) 
318 10 WA Pasco Sanitary Landfill 
319 05 MN Joslyn Manufacturing 8 Simply Co. 
320 03 PA Tork County Solid Waste/Rafuse Lf 
321 OS U! Spickler Landfill 
322 08 CO Denver Radius Bite 
323 02 NT Tri-Cltles Barrel Co., Inc. 
324 03 PA Rout* 940 Drun OiSRp 
325 04 FL Tower Chemical Co. 
326 01 VT Darling Hill Ounp 
327 03 PA C 8 0 Recycling 
328 07 MO Syntax Facility 
329 08 MT Ml I(town Reservoir Sediments 
330 05 MNi Arrowhead Refinery Co. 
331 10 OR Mert1n-Mar1#tta Alunlnum Co. 
332 08 CO Uravan Uranlua (Union Carbide) 
333 02 NJ Pfjak Fane 
334 02 NJ Syncon Raslna •< 
335 05 MNi Oak Grove.Sanitary Landfill 
336 09 CA Liquid Gold Oil Corp. 
337 09 CA Purity Oil Sales, Inc. 
338 01 NH Tinkham Garage 
339 04 FL Alpha Chaarieal Corp. 
340 02 NJ Bog Creek Farm 
341 01 HE Saco Tannery Waste Pits 
342 03 PA River Road Lf/Wast* Mnpwit, Inc. 
343 02 PR Frontera Creek 
344 04 Ft Pickettvllle Road Landfill 
345 05 OH Alsco Anaconda 
346 01 MA I ron Horse Park' 
347 03 PA Palmerton Zinc Pile 
348 05 IN Neat's Landfill (Blooalngton) 
349 05 Wt Kohler Co. Landfill 
350 <04 AL Interstate Lead Co. (ILCO) 

Jmasshlrg/S. Brnsuck 
Farmlngdala. 
Stat# College Boro 
Pensacola 
Ashtabula 
SouthInaton 
Commerce City 
Uall Township 
W*athorough 
Uaat Point 
Ramapo 
Uklah 
Alvlao 
Colonla 
Fort Lauderdale 
Olean 
South tan Jose 
Pasco 
Brooklyn Center 
HopeMelI Township 
Spencer 
Darner 
Port Crena 
Pocono tlimit 
Clenaont 
Lyndon 
Foatar Township 

Nilltown 
Hanaantown 
The Dalle* 
Urevan 
Pluaatead Township 
South Kearny 
Oak Grove Township 
Rfchamnd ' 
Malaga 

Galloway 
Howell Township 
Saco 
Harm!lege 
RIoAbaJo 
Jacksonville 
Gnadanhutten 
Blllarica 
Pklmerton 
lloaalngton 
Kohler 
Leeds ~ 

i. 

»n<( ) 

National Priorities List (by Rank) 
February 1990 

NPL EPA 
mik Reg St Sit* Nam* City/County 

Group 8 (HRS Scores 42.79 • 42.24) 

351 04 FL Standard Auto Btmper Corp. Hlaleeh ' 
352 07 KS Hydro-Flax Inc. Tepeka 
353 09 AZ Hasaeyaape Landfill Haasayaep* 
354 06 LA Gulf Coast Vacuum Services Abbeville 
355 OS IL Trl-Coikity Lf/Uast* Hget Illinois South Elgin 
356 01 MA SilraalM Chamlcal Corp. Lowell 
357 01 MA Well* GUI Wefaurn . 
358 01 CT Nutmeg Valley Road Woleott • 
359 02 NJ Chaamol, inc. Piacatauay 
360 05 Wt Lauer I Sanitary Landfill Mencmcmee Falls 
361 05 MI Patoskey Municipal well Field Peteskey 
362 05 MN Union Scrap Iron 8 Metal Co. Minneapolis 
363 01 HA Atlaa Tack Carp. Falrhaven 
364 02 NJ Radiation Technology, Inc. Rockaway Township 
365 02 NJ Fair Lawn Well Field Fair Lawn 
366 OS IN Main Street Wall Field Elkhart 
367 05 MN Lahllller/Mankato Sit* Lahllller/Mankato 
368 10 WA Lakawood site Lakawood 
369 03 PA Induatrlal Lane William* Township 
370 04 FL Atrco Plating Co. Miami 
371 05 IN Fort Wayne Reduction Dump Fort Wayn* 
372 05 Wt On*leak* Municipal Landfill Onalatka 
373 03 PA A.t.W. Frank/Mid-Comty Mustang Exten 
374 05 WI National Presto Industries, inc. Eau Clair* 
375 02 NJ Monro* Township Landfill Monroe Township 
376 03 PA Cosnedor* Sam)conductor Croup Lower Providence Twp 
377 02 NJ Rockaway Borough Wall Field Rockaway Townahlp 
378 05 IL Lent Oil Service, Inc. Lament ' 
379 05 IN wayn* Wast* 011 ColieblaCltV 
380 10 WA Pacific Car 8 Foundry Co. Rtnton •1• ••'• 
381 07 1A John Dear* (Ottimwa Work* Lndfls) Ottuaua ' 
382 03 MD Mld-Atlantlc wood Pratarvara, Ine Harm*na 
383 03 PA Novak Sanitary Landfill South Whitehall Twp 
384 05 IN Himeo dlmp Elkhart 
385 10 ID Pacific Hid* 8 Fur Recycling Co. Poeatello 
386 07 1A Oca Hoinet TCE Da* Moines 
387 02 NJ Beachwood/Berkley Welle Berkley Township 
388 02 NJ South Jersey Clothing Co. Mlnotole 
389 02 NT vaatal Water Sipply Wall 4-2 Vestal 
390 02 PR vaga Alta Public Sipply Wall* Vega Alta 
391 03 PA Aveo Lycoming (WiUlamaport Dlv) UllUamaport 
392 OS IL Seuthaast Roekford Grnd wtr Con Roekford 
393 OS IN Gal an Myers Dimp/Ortm Salvage Osckola ' 
394 05 HI sturgis Municipal walla sturgia 
395 OS MI Rarrals, Inc. Lansing 
396 05 Ml Stat* Disposal Landfill, Inc. Grand Rapids 
397 05 MM Washington County Landfill Lake Elmo 
398 06 TX Odessa Chroariu* #1 Odessa 
399 06 TX Odessa Chromium S2 (Andrew* Hgwy) r y . .  
400 07 1A Electro-Coatings, Ine. Cedar Rapids 



Kit I oral Priorities Liat (by Rank) 
February 1990 

NPL EPA 
Rank Reg St Site Kama City/County 

Grixp 9 (ins Score* <2.24 • 40.37) 

401 07 HE 
402 09 AZ 
403 09 CA 
404 09 CA 
405 09 CA 
406 09 CA 
407 09 CA 
408 09 CA 
409 10 UA 
410 05 IL 
4 T1. 05 IL 
412 04 CA 
413 04 HC 
414 05 IN 
415 02 HJ 
416 01 VT 
417 02 PR 
418 04 HC 
419 09 CA 
420 03 PA 
421 02 HT 
422 10 UA 
423 06 LA 
424 02 HT 
425 02 PR 
426 01 MH 
427 03 m 
428 03 PA 
429 01 CT 
430! 05 HI 
431 02 HJ 
432 03 PA 
433 04 GA 
434 04 TH 
435 02 HJ 
436 -09 AZ 
437 -01 MA 
438 02 -HT 
439 01- NH 
440 03 VA 
4411 04 SC 
442 05 Ml 
443 05 MN-
4U 07 MO 
445 05 IN 
446 07 MO 
447 02 HJ 
448 02 HJ 
449 04 NC 
450 03 PA 

Heating* Grand Water Contarn In 
Indian Bend Wash Area 
San Gabriel Valley (Area 1) 
San Gabriel Valley (Area 2) 
San Fernanda Valley (Area 1) 
San Fernando Valley (Area 2) 
San Fernando Valley (Area 3) 
T.H. Agriculture i nutrition Co. 
Can Bay, Hear Shore/Tide Flat* 
lasalte Electric Utilities 
Cross Brother* Pail (Pembroke) 
Cedartown Jndu*trie«, inc. 
Jadeo-Hughe* Facility 
Southside Sanitary Landfill 
Monitor Devlcea/tntercireuit* Inc 
BF1 Sanitary LandfiU(Roekingham) 
Upjohn Facility 
Hopper* Co Inc (Morrlsvllle Pint) 
McColI 
Henderson Road 
Hooker Chemfeal/Rueo Polymer Corp 
Colbert landfill 
Patro-Processor* of Louisiana Inc 
Applied Environmental Services 
Barceloneta Landfill 
Tlbbets Road 
Sand, Gravel 8 Stone 
Delta Ouarries/Stotler Landfill 
Revere Textile Prints Corp. 
Spartan Chemical Co. 
Roebling Steel Co. f / 
East Mount 2ion 
T.H. Agricul 4 Hutri (Albany) 
Aanlcola Cusp 
vine I and State School 
Motorola, Inc.(52nd Street Plant) 
Croveland Well* 
General Motor* (Cent Foundry Dlv) 
Mottolo Pig Farm 
Buckingham County Landfill 
SCAD I Olxiana 
Roto-Flnlah Co.; Ine. 
Olasted Couity Sanitary Landfill 
Ouallty Plating 
Prestolite Battery Dfviaion 
Fulbright Landfill 
Williams Property 
Renora, Inc. 
FCX, inc. (Washington Plant) 
Jack* Creek/Sitkin Smelting t Ref 

Hasting* 
SeottadaIe/Tnpe/Phnx 
El Monte 
Baldwin Park Area 
Loa Angela* 
Lea Angeles/Glendale 
Glendsle 
Fresno 
Pierce County 
LeSalle 
Paafcroke Township 
Cedartown 
Belmont 
Indianapolis 
wall Township 
Rockingham 
Barceloneta 
Morriiville 
fullerton 
Upper Herion Twp 
Htcksville 
Colbert 
Scotlandvllle 
Glcnwood Landing 
Florida Afuera 
Barrington 
Elkton 
Antis/logan Tups 
Stair ling 
Wyoming 
Florence 
Springettsbury Tup 
Albany 
Chattanooga 
Vlneland 
Phoenix 
Croveland 
Maaaena 
Raymond 
Buckingham 
Cayce 
Kalamazoo 
Oronoco 
SIke*ton 
Vineennes 
Springfield 
Suainton 
Edlaon Township 
Washington 
HaltIand 

Hatlonal Priorities List (by Rank) 
February 1990 

NPL EPA 
Rank Reg St Site Mams City/Comty 

[''• Group 10 (HRS Score* 40.37 • 33.64) 

451 06 MM Cleveland Hill 
452 02 MJ Denzer t Sehafer X-lay Co. 
453 02 HJ Hercules, Ine. (Gibbatoun Plant) 
454 05 IM Hinth Avenue 0<mp 
455 : 03 W Bush Valley Landfill 
456 04 SC Golden Strip Septic Tank Sarvle* 
457 04 SC Rock Hill Chamieal Co. 
458 - 06 TX Texarkane Wood Preserving Co. 
459 06 AR Ourley Pit 
460 04 FL Pefrbteua'Produeta Corp. 
461 01 R! Peterson/Puritan, Inc. 
462 07 MO Time* Beach Site 
463 OS HI Wash King Laundry 
464 05 MH Whittaker Corp. 
465 05 W1 Algoma Municipal Landfill 
466 05 MH ML Industrlaa/Taracerp/Gelden 
467 : 09 CA Weatlnghouae Elec (Sunyvale Pit) 
468 01 CT ' Kellogg-Dcerlng well Field 
469 03 PA Beerhead Farms 
470 01 MA Camon Engineering Corp. (CEC) 
471 05 Ml H. Broun Co., Ine. 
472 02 MY Hepere Chemical Co., Inc. 
473 02 MT Riagara Cotnty Refuse 
474 04 FL Sherwood Medical Industries 
475 04 AL Olin Corp. (Mcintosh Plant) 
476 . 05 MI Southwest Ottawa Couity Landfill 
477 02 MY Kentucky Avenue Well Field 
478 02 MY Pasley Solvents t Chemicals, Inc. 
479 - 06 TX Sol-LyrvVlnduatriat Transformers 
480 02 HJ Asbestos Dimp 
481 04 KY Lee'a Lane Landfill 
482 06 At Frit Industries 
483 05 1L Amoco Chemical* (Joliet Landfill) 
484 OS OH rultx Landfill 
485 04 HC Mew Hanover Cnty Airport Burn Pit 
486 10 OR Allied Plating, Inc. 
487 05 OH Coshocton Landfill 
488 03 PA AMP, Inc. (Gl«n Rock Facility) 
489 04 HC JFO Electronles/Chamel Master 
490 04 TM Arlington Blending t Packaging 
491 06 U PAS Olt t Chamieal Service, Ine. 
492 04 FL Sydhey Mine Sludge Ponds 
493 06 MM Cimarron Mining Corp. 
494 01 It Davis (GSR) Landfill 
495 03 PA Lord-Shop* Landfill 
496 10 UA FMC Corp. (Yakima Pit) 
497 05 Wt Horthem Engraving Co. 
498 06 TX South Cavalcade Street 
499 01 MA PSC ReSource* 
500 OS Ml Forest Waste Product* 

Silver City 
Bayvill* 
Gibbatoun 
Gary 
Abingdon 
Slapeonvill* 
Rock Hill 
Texsrkan* 
Edaondaon 
Paaferok* Park 
Lincoln/Cuifcerland 
Time* Beach 
Pleasant Plain* Twp. 
Minneapolis 
Algoma 
St. Lou!* Park 
Sunnyvale 
Morwalk 
Bridgeton Township 
Bridgewater 
Grand Rapids 
Maybrook 
Whtatfield 
Oeland 
Mcintosh 
Park Township 
Horseheada 
Hempstead 
Houston 
Hillington 
Louisville 
Walnut Ridge 
Joliet 
Jackson Township 
Wilmington 
Portland 
Franklin Township 
Glen Rock 
Oxford 
Arlington 
Abbeville 
Brandon 
Carrizoto 
Cloceater 
Cirard Township 
Yakima 
Sparta 
Houston 
Palmar 
Otlsvllle 



National Priorities Llat (by Rank) 
February 1990 

MPL EPA 
Rank Reg St Site Name CLTY/COURTY 

Grot* 11 cms Score. 38.52 - 37.69) 

501 03 PA 
502 01 NH 
503 04 SC 
504 05 IL 
505 05 MI 
506 03 PA 
507 03 DE 
508 07 MO 
509 08 MT 
510 03 OE 
511 05 IN 
512 05 u 
513 05 MI 
514 05 Ml 
515 04 FL 
516 05 MN 
517 01 Rt 
518 02 NJ 
519 OS IL 
520 04 KY 
521 05 MI 
522 OS OH 
523 10 UA 
524 06 OK 
525 01 CT 
526 05 NH 
527 05 Ml 
528 02 NJl 
529 02 NJ 
530 02 NJ' 
531 02 NY 
532 02 NY 
533 03 PA 
534 04 FL 
535 04 FL 
536 04 NC 
537 04 NC 
538 04 SC 
539 OS MI 
540 07 M0 
541 07 HE 
542 08 UT 
543 09 CA 
544 10 WA 
545 10 UA 
S46 OS MM 
547 02 NJ 
548 05 MI 
549 06 TX 
550 03 PA 

Drake Chemical 
Kearaarga Metallurgical Corp. 
Palmetto Wood Preserving 
Petersen Sard I Gravel 
Clara Water* Supply 
HavertOMT PCP ... 
New Castle Spill, 
St Louis Alrport/HIS/Fut Coatings 
Idaho Pole Co. . 
NCR Corp. (Hlltsboro Plant) 
Lake Sandy Jo (MM Landfill) 
Johns-RanvUte Corp. 
Chem Central 
Novaco Industries. 
Beulah Landfill. 
wlndemDuap 
Rose Mill Regional Landfill 
Jackson Tounshlp Landfill 
NL Industrles/Taraeorp Lead Smelt 
Red Pern Sanitation Co. Landfill 
KSL Avenue Landfill 
TRW, inc. (Minerva Plant) 
Kaiser Aluminas Head Works 
nosley Road Sanitary Landfill 
Berkhameted'NeM Hartford Landfill 
Perham Arsenic Site 
Charlevoix Hull el pa I Well 
Montgomery Tounshlp Housing Oevel 
Rocky Hilt Municipal Well 
Clnnamlnson Ground Water Contemtn 
Brewster Walt field . 
Vestal water Simply Well 1-1 
Bally Croud Water Contamination 
Chemform, Inc. 
Uilaon Concepts )of Florida, Inc. 
8ypesa 601 Ground Water Contamin 
FCX, Inc. (Statesville Plant) 
Lexington County Landfill Area 
Michigan OlsposaUCork Street Lf) 
Solid State Circuits, Inc. 
Waver I y Croud Water Contamin 
Utah PowerlLight/Amerlcan Barrel 
Advanced Micro Devices, inc. 
Hidden Valley Lndft (Thui Field) 
Yakima Plating Co. 
Nutting Truck 6 Caster Co. 
U.S. Radius Corp. 
Carter Industrials, Inc. 
Highlands Acid Pit 
Resin Disposal 

Lock Haven 
Conway 
Dixiana 
Llbertyville 
Clara 
Hsverford 
hew Castle County 
St. Louis County 
Bozemen 
Hlltsboro 
Gary 
Waukegan 
Wyoming Tounshlp 
Teeperance 
Penaacola 
Windom ^ 
South Kingstown 
Jackson Township 
Granite City 
Peewee^Valley, 
Oshterao Township 
Minerva 

Oklahoma City 
Sarkhameted , 
Parham 
Charlevoix 
MontgomeryJownshIp 
RoCky Hill Borough 
Clrttamlrmon Township 
Putnam County 
Vestal 
Rally Borough 
Puapanu Beach 
Pompeno Beach 
Concord 
Statesville 
Cayca 
Kalamazoo 
Rfepublic 
Weverty 
Salt Lake City 
Sunnyvala. 
Pierce County 
Yak lam 
Faribault 
Orange 
Detroit 
Highlands 
Jefferson Borough 

MPL 
Rank 

EPA 
Reg 

Netfonel Priorities List (by Rank) 
February 1990 

St Site Ha Clty/Comty 

3 
2 

Groip 12 (HRS Scores 37.67 • 35.79) 

551 08 MT : Llbby Croud Water Contamination 
552 04 KT Newport Dwp 
553 04 SC" Sangamo/Twalve-Mlle/MartwelI PCS 
554 03 PA: Moyers Landfill 
555 01 NH Savage Muiteipal Water Supply 
556 05 MM: LaOrand Sanitary Landfill 
557 05 IN Poar Farm 
558 03 PA. Brown'a Battery Breaking 
559 02 NY SMS tnstruMnts, Inc. 
560 05 MI Nadblum Industries 
561 06 TX United Craosoting Co. 
562 02 MY Byron Barrel A Drum 
563 05 MI Bandfx Corp./Allied Automotive 
564 08 WY Baxter/Union Pacific Tie Treating 
565 02 NY ' Anchor Otcmicala 
566 OS MI Waste Management-Mich (Holland) 
567 03 VA ' Arrowhead xssoc/Seovi11 corp. 
568 03 . VA i Atlantle Wood induatrlee, Inc. 
569 06 TX worth Covatcode Street 
570 02" NJ Seyrevillo Lendflll ' 
571 01 NH Dover Hullclpel Landfill 
572 1 02 NT Ludlow Sand i Gravel 
573 03 VA teudert Supply Co. 
574 05 W1 ; City Disposal Corp. Landfill 
573 02 NJ Tabernacle Drue Oup 
576 07 MO ' Hinkar/Stout/Rmlne Creek 
577 04 KY Howe Valley Landfill 
578 01 CT Ysworakl waste Lagoon 
579 03 wv laetown Postleido 
580 04 sc Rochester Property • 
581 04 • FL Cabot/Koppers 
582 02 HJ Evor Phillips Leading 
583 03 PA William Dlek Lagoona 
594 OS IN Douglasa Road/Untroyal, Inc., Lf 
585 03 PA Lackawanna Refuse 
586 06 OK Compass Industries (Avery Drive) 
587 02 HJ Mannheim Avenue Ousp 
588 05 IN Meal's Diep (Spencer) 
589 02 NY Fulton Tentlnala 
590 06 LA Dvrtehtown Traatamnt Plant 
591 03 PA westinghouaa Elevator Co. Plant 
592 oi NH Auburn toed landfill 
593 03 wv Flka Chemical, Inc. 
594 OS MM General MlI(e/Henkel Corp. 
599 04 TN Urigley Charcoal Plant 
596 05 ON Laskln/Poplar Oil Co. 
597 05 OH Old Mill 
598 . 04 SC Tewnsend Saw Chain Co. 
599 07 KS Johna' Sludge Pond 
600 03 Wt Stoughten City landfill 

Llbby 
Newport 
Pfekene 
Eaglavllla 
Mllford 
LaGrard Township 
Hancock County 
Shoemokersvilla 
Dear Park 
Oeeoda 
Conroe 
Byron 
St; Joseph 
Laramie 
Hleksville 
Hoi land 
Montrose 
Portsmouth 
Houston 
Ssyravllla 
Dover : 

CleyvUlt 
Chuckatuck 
b u m ;  -  '  
T aba meet# Townehlp 
I«por1ar'.' 1 ' 
Howe Valley 
Canterbury 
Laetown 
Travelers Rest 
Calnaevflle 
Old Bridge Township 
West Cain Township 
Hlthawaka 
Old Forge Borough 
Tulsa 
Galloway Township 
Spencer 
Fulton 
Ascension Parish 
Gettysburg 
Londonderry 
Nltro 
Minneapolis 
Wrigley 
Jefferson Township 
Rock Creek 
Pont lac . 
Wichita 
Stougnton 

fcspudLA, .lajo 



National Priorities List (by Rank] 
February 1990 

NPL EPA 
Rank Res St Site Mane City/County. 

Group 13 (HRS Scores 35.79 • 35.34) 

601 
602 
603 
604 
605 
606 
607 
60S 
609 
610 
611 
612 
613 
614 
615 
616 
617 
618 
619 
620 
621 
622 
623 
624 
625 
626 
627 
62S 

' 629 
630 
631 
632 
633 
634 
635 
636 
637 
638 
639 
640 
641 
642 
643 
644 
645 
646 
647 
648 
649 
650 

09 CA 
03 VA 
01 VT 
02 NJ 
03 PA 
02 NJ 
04 OA 
01 NH 
01 HE 
03 WV 
05 OH 
02 NY 
02 NY 
03 OE 
03 PA 
03 PA 
03 PA 
03 PA 
03 PA 
03 PA 
04 Fl 
05 II"-
05 MN 
05 OH 
05 Ul 
06 UM 
07 MO 
09 CA 
09 CA 
09 CA 
09 CA 
09 CA 
04 OA 
05 Ml 
05 'MI 
02 MY 
05 Mt 
03 OE 
05 MN 
02 NJ 
05 IN 
01 NH 
03 VA 
05 MI 
05 At 
09 CA 
02 NY 
07 KS 
09 CA 
02 PR 

Del Norte Pestfdlde Storage 
Suffolk City Landfill 
Tansitor Etettrtsiles. Inc. 
Oe Revel Chastest Co. 
Middletown Air Field 
Swop* Oil I Cheateat Co. 
Mantanto Corp. (Augusta Plant) 
South ftnlefpat Water Supply well 
Winthrop'Landfltl 
Ordtane# Works Cisposal Areas 
2anesvitla well Field 
Suffern Village well field 
Endleott Village Welt Field 
Oover Gas Light Co. 
Aladdin Plating 
North Perm * Area 1 
North Perm - Area 7 
North Penn • Area 6 
North Penn ' Area 2 
North Penn • Ares 5 

. Harris Corp. (Pain say Plant) 
' 0J>ege Cty Ldf/Blackvell Forest 

Kumaer Sanitary landfill 
Sanitary Landfill Co. (lUD) 
Eau Claire Nuiidfpal Well Field 
Pagano Salvage 
Valley Park TCE 
San Fernando Valley (Area 4) 
Monolithic Materia* 
National Sentconductor Corp. 
Fresno Munlclpet Sanitary lndfll 
Newark Ground Water ContanIn 
Powersvflle Site 
Grand Traverse Overall Supply Co. 
Metsa»ra Landfill 
Niagara Mohawk Pouer(Saratoga Sp) 
Miltehall Municipal Wells 
Standard Chlorine of Oelaware.tne 
South Andover Site . 
Oiasend Alkali Co. 
Carter tee luster Co. 
Fletcher's Paint Works 1 Storage 
Avte* Fibers, Inc. 
kentuood Landfill 
Electrovoice 
Jaaco Chenieal Corp. 
Katonah Municipal Well 
29th t Mead Ground Water Cent an In 
Te'ledyne Seniconductor 
Fiberi Public Supply Wells 

Criaeent City 
Suffolk 
Bennington* 
Ntngwood Township 
Middletown 
Pamaauken 
Augusts 
Peterborough 
winthrop 
Morgantown 
Zaneivtlte 
village of Suffem 
Village of Endicott 
Dover 
Scott Township 
Souderton 
North Wales 
Lantdsle 
Hatfield 
Montgmery Township 
Pala (ay 
Warrenviite 
(asifdjl 
Dayton 
Eau Clatre 
Lea Lunas 
Valley Park 
log Angeles 
Sowyvale 
Santa Clara 

San (ernardino 
Peach County 
Grafliekvllie 
Metanora 
Saratoga Springs 
Whitehall 
Delaware City 
Andover 
Newark 
Indianapolis 
Milford 
Front Royal 
tentwood 
Buchanan 
Mountain View 
Town of Bedford 
Wichita 
Maintain View 
Jaboa 

National Priorities Llat (by Rank) 
February 1990 

•NPL EPA 
Rank Rag st Site Hon City/County 

Gretas 14 (HRS Scorei 35.27 • 34.19) 

651 
652 
653 
654 
655 
656 
657 
658 
659 
660 
661 
662 
663 
664 
665 
666 
667 
668 
669 
670 
671 
672 
673 
674 
675 
676 
677 
678 
679 
680 
681 
682 
683 
684 
685 
686 
687 
688 
689 
690 
691 
692 
693 
696 
695 
696 
697 
698 
699 
700 

03 
OS 
05 
05 
04 
08 
02 
05 
02 
06 
08 
02 
05 
01 
02 
01 
03 
02 
03 
05 
09 
02 
05 
02 
09 
06 
OS 
OS 
10 
02 
04 
09 
10 
05 
05 
05 
02 
03 
10 
02 
03 
05 
03 
OS 
OS 
05 
06 
06 
09 
05 

VA Olxle Caverns County Landfill 
IN Marten (Bragg) DUJ*> 
OHVp/lstlne, inc 
WI 
T« 
CO 
NT 
ON 
NT 
Tx 
UT 
NJ 
IN 
MA 
NY 
VI 
PA 
NT 
VA 
1L 
CA 
NT 
MI 
NY 
CA 
LA 
IL 
Ml 
UA 
NJ 
a 
CA 
UA 
Ut 
ON 
Ml 
NT 
PA 
UA 
NJ 
VA 
WI 
JO 
II 
MI 
WI 

Mid-State Oitpoaal, Inc. Landfill 
Aaarlean Creosote (Jackson Plant) 
Bredarick Wood Product* 
C t J Oispoaal Leasing Co. Durp 
Buckay* Reclaaatfon 
Preferred Plating Corp. 
Bio-Ecology Systaaa, Inc. 
Montlcello Bad Contaailnated Props 
Woodland Route 532 Durp 
AnerlCen Chartcal Service, Inc. 
Salea Acres 
RlchardsOn Kill Road Lndfll/Pond 
Old Springfield Landfill 
Ball Landfill 
Solvent Savers 
U.S. Tltanlut 
Galasburg/Kopper* Co. 
J.N. Baxter t Co. 
Hooker (Hyd* Perk) 
SCA Independent Landfill 
Action Anoditing,Plating Polish 
MGN Brakes 
Bayou Sorrat site 
H.0.0. Landfill 
Ouelt i Gardner Landfill 
Mica Landfill 
Ellis Property 
Oistlar Fans 
Vast* Oitpoaal, Inc. 
Harbor Island (Lead) 
Laaterger Transport t Recycling 
C.H. Schilling Landfill 
Cliff/Dow OURP 
Clothier Oitpoaal 
Nobler Asbestos PI las 
Oussn City Farm 
Curelo Scrap Metal, Inc. 
L.A. Clark* t Son 
Scrap Processing Co., Inc. 
Southern Maryland Wood Treating 
(lada Energy Co. 
taydoh Corp. 
Sauk County Landflll 
Hoaattaka Mining Co. 
Olxl# Oil Processors, ire. 
Stctaen inatruMntt (Portarvllle) 
Muskegon Chartcat Co. 

.Salaa 
Marion 
Reading 
Cleveland Township 

Hart I ton 
St. Clairsville 
Fsralngdsle 
Grand Prsirie 
None I cel lo 
Woodland Township 
Griffith 
Sales 
Sidney Center 
Springfield 
Tarry Township 
Lineklean 
Plney River 
Gelesburg 
Weed 
Hlagara Falls 
Muskegon Heights 
Coplegue 
Cloverdale 
Bayou Sorrel 
Antloch 
Oalten Township 
Mica 
Eveshan Township 
Jefferson County 
Santa Fa Springs 
Saattla 
Franklin Township 
Nasi I ten Township 
Marquette 
Town of Granby 
Aablar 
Maple Valley 
Saddle Brook Twp 
Spotsylvania County 
Madford 
Hollywood 
East Cape Girardeau 
Muskegon 
Excelsior 
Milan 
Friendswood 
PortervlUe 
Whitehall 



Kit (oral Priorities List (by Rank) 
Fsbrusry 1990 

MPL EPA 
Rank Rag St Sit# Nana City/County 

Croup 1: (HRS Scorea 34.18 • 33.62) 

701 04 Fl Dubose Oil Products Co. Cantonment 
702 05 MI Naaen County Landf111 Pare Marquette Twp 
703 05 MI Cemetery Dump Rose Center 
704 07 tA Red Oak City Landfill Red Oak 
705 05 IM Lakeland Dlapbaal Service. Inc. Claypool 
706 02 MJ Hopkins Farm Plussteed Township 
707 04 NC Cape Fear Wood Preserving Feyettevllle 
708 01 RI Stamina Mills, Inc. North Smlthfleld 
709 05 WI Leabarger Landfill, Inc. Uhltelew 
710 05 IN "Rellly Tar (Indianapolis Plant) Indianapolis 
711 01 ME Pinette's Salvage Tard • Washburn 
712 01 CT Durham Meadows Durham 
715 03 OE Tyler Refrigeration Pit Seiyrna 
714 05 MI Kysor Industrial Corp. Cadillac. 
715 09 CA Lorentt Barrel t Drum Co. San Jose 
716 02 NJ Wilson Farm Plusstead Township' 
717 02 NT Conklln Dumps Conklln 
710 03 PA Old City of Tork Landfill Seven Valleys 
719 03 PA Modern Sanitation Landfill Lower Windsor Twp 

Byron 720 05 IL Byron Salvage Tard 
Lower Windsor Twp 
Byron 

721 05 MI North Brora on Industrial Area Branson 
722 03 PA Stanley Kessler King of Prussia 
723 04 SO Helena Chemical Co. Landfill Fairfax 
724 07 MO Kem-Pest Laboratories Cape Girardeau 
725 02 MJ Inperial Oil/Champion Chemicals Morgehyille 
726 02 NJ Cosden Chemical Coatings Corp. Beverly 
727 05 NN St. Augusta San Lndfll/Engen Dunp St. Augusta Township 
720 02 NJ Myers Property Franklin Township 
729 02 NJ Peps Field Boonton 
730 04 rr Trl-Clty Disposal Co. ShepherdsvlIle 
731 10 UA Northwest Transformer Everson 
732 02 NT Centals Plating Co. Franklin Square 
733 05 MI Albion-Sheridan Township Landfill Albion 
734 05 UI Sheboygan Harbor A River Sheboygan 
735 05 Ml Ossineke Ground Water Contamin Ossineke 
736 03 uv Follansbee Site Follansbee 
737 03 PA Keystone Sanitation Landfill Union Township 
730 04 NC Carolina Transformer Co. Fayettevllle 
739 02 NT Carroll A Dubles Sewage Disposal Port Jervls 
740 02 NT North Sea,Municipal Landfill North Sea 
741 03 PA Bendlx Flight Systems Oivlalon Brldgewater Township 
742 09 CA Koppers Co Ine (Orovllle Plant) Orovllle 
743 09 CA Louisiana-Pacific Corp. Orovllle 
744 01 CT Llnemastef Switch Corp. Woodstock 
745 03 VA H 1 H Inc., Burn Pit Farringtcn 
746 OS Ml South Macosb Disposal (Lf 9 A 9A) Macosb Township 
747 05 MI U.S. Aviex Howard Township 
740 03 PA Walsh Landfill Honeybrook Township 
749 02 NJ Landfill 1 Development Co. Mount Holly 
750 02 NJ Upper Deerfleld Township San Lndf Upper Deerfleld Twp 

Hattonal Priorities Llit (by Rank) 
February 1990 

• NPL EPA 
Rank Reg St Site Nam City/County 

Group 16 (HRS Scorea 33.62 • 32.27) 

751 02 NT Hertel Landfill Platteklll 
752 02 NT Kaviland Complex Town of Hyde Park 
753 02 NT Malta Rocket Fuel Area Malta 
754 02 NT Jones Chemicals, Inc. Caledonia 
755 03 PA Saegertown Industrial Area Saegertown 
756 04 GA Cadartewn Municipal Landfill Cedartown 
757 05 MI Kent City Mobile Hem Park Kant City 
758 05 MN Adrian Municipal Well Field Adrian 
759 06 MM AT 1. SF (Ctovis) Clovts 
760 07 ICS Strother Field Industrial Park Cowley County 
761 07 KS Obee Road . Hutchinson 
762 09 CA CTS Printex, Inc. Mountain view 
763 02 NJ Fried Industries East Brunswick Twp 
764 02 NT American Thermostat Co. South Cairo 
765 08 NO Mlnot Landfill Mlnot . 
766 04 TN Lewis burg Duap Lewisburg 
767 05 HI McGraw Edison Corp. Albion 
768 02 NT Goldfse Recordings, Inc. Holbrook 
769 02 NT Islip Municipal Sanitary Landfill Islip 
770 09 CA Sola Optical USA, Inc. Petaluma 
771 04 rr Alrco Calvert City 
772 03 PA Metal Banks Philadelphia 
773 05 IL Tecman Creek Landfill Uaukegan 
774 02 NT Sarney Farm Amenta 
775 05 MI Folkertsm Refuse Grand Rapids 
776 01 HA Rose Disposal Pit Lanesboro 
777 05 OH Van Dale Junkyard Marietta 
778 08 MT Montana Pole and Treating Butta 
779 04 NC Gelgy Chemical Corp(Aberdeen Pit) Aberdeen 
780 04 KT B.F.,Goodrich. Calvert City 
781 04 KT General Tlre/Rutober(Mayflttd Lnf) Mayflaid 
782 05 Mi Organic Chemicals, Ire. Crandvllle 
783 02 NT BloCllnlcal Laboratories, Inc. Bohemia 
784 02 NT Volncy Municipal Landfill Town of Volnay 
785 02 NT FMC Corp. (Dublin Road Landfill) Town of Shelby 
786 05 WI Teamh Fairgrounds Tomah 
7B7 01 HA Sullivan's Ledge New Bedford 
788 04 KT Smith's Farm Brooks 
789 05 WI Madison Metro Seuuer District Lag Blooming Grove 
790 10 OR Joseph Forest Products Joseph 
791 02 PR Juncos Landfill Jincos ' 
792 07 KS Big River Sand Co. Wichita 
793 05 IN BAnnatt Stone Quarry Bloomington 
794 10 UA Uyckoff Co./Eagle Harbor Balnbrldge Island 
795 04 SC Beaunlt Corp(Cireular Knit A Dye) Fountain lm 
796 02 NJ Industrial Latex Corp. ualllngton Borough 
797 04 FL Mini sport Landfill North Miami 
798 06 LA D.L. Mud, Inc. Abbeville 
799 04 AL Stauffer Chen (LsMoyne Plant) Axla 
800 02 NJ MAT Delias Landfill Aabury Park 
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February 1990 
NPl EPA 
Rank Reg St Site Name City/County 

»PL 
-Rank 

EPA 
Reg St Site He City/County 

Grou> 17 (MS Scores 32.26 • 31.4S) 

801 
802 
603 
804 
805 
806 
807 
808 
809 
810 
811 
812 
813 
814 
815 
816 
817 
818 
819 
820 
821 
822 
823 
824 

. 825 
826 
827 
828 
829 
830 
831 
832 
833 
834 
835 
836 
837 
838 
839 
840 
841 
842 
843 
844 
845 
846 
847 
848 
849 
850 

06 TX 
04 SC 
05 VI 
05 UI 
10 OR 
01 ME 
02 NT 
09 CA 
05 M 
OS MI 
03 PA 
os ur 
04 SC 
07 IA 
03 PA 
09 CA 
03 PA 
04 FL 
05 M! 
05 II 
01 NH 
02 NJ 
02 NT 
03 PA 
04 Fl 
05 KM: 
05 HN 
09 CA 
09 CA 
09 CA 
09 CA 
09 CA 
04 FL 
02 NT 
01 ME 
05 UI 
05 IN 
05 Ml 
02 NT 
04 FL 
03 PA 
04 rr 
04 NC 
08 NT 
05 Rl 
02 NT 
OS OH 
03 PA 
04 SC 
04 SC 

Crystal City Airport 
Getger (cli oil) 
Hosa*Amerleafi(Ktrr'MeG#e Oil Co.) 
Ueste Restart* I Reclamation Co. 
Gould fpfe 
IRiion'Chemieal Co!,'Inc. 
Cortese IknOfltt 
Mentrose Chemical Carp. 
St. Loult River Slta 
Auto ton Chemicals, Inc. 
RKtlcOn/AlUad Steel Corp. 
Hagen Fan* " 
Carol awn, Ine. 
NlAiest Manufacturing/North Farm 
Berks Sand Pit 
Valley Wood Preserving, Inc. 
»utt Landllki 
City Industries, inc. 
Sparta Landfill 
Acme Solvent (Morristown Plant) 
hoi ton Circle Ground Water Conton 
Pomona Oaka Residential Wells 
Roue InOjatrlet Ground Water Cont 
Hebelka Auto Salvage Tardi 
HIppa Road Landfill 
long Pralrla Ground Water Contaa 
Waite Park Wells 
Applied Materials 
Intel1 Magnetics 
Intel Corp. (Santa Clara tM) 
TRW Microwave, Ine (Building 825) 
Synertek, Inc. (Building 1) 
Pepper Steel t Alloys, 1ne. 
Matt I ace Petrochemical Co., inc. 
O'Connor CO. 
Oconomouoe Electroplating Co. Ine 
Continental Steel Corp. 
Raaauasen'a Oinp 
remark Textile Corp. 
Ulngate toed Merle Inelnerat Otoe 
West line Site 
Maxey Flats Nuclear Disposal 
Benflald Industries, inc. 
Mouat Industries ' 
J t L Landfill 
Claramont Polychamlcal 
Powell Road Landfill 
Croydon TCE 
Madlay Fare Drua Dump 
Elmora Waste Ofspoaal 

irystal city 
Rantoules 
Milwaukee 
£au Claire 
Portland 
South Hope 
VII of Narrowsburg 
Torranea 
St. Loult County 
Cat anaioo 
East Coventry Twp 
Stoughton 
Fort Lawn 
Kellogg 
Longswarp Township 
turloek 
Stroudsburg 
Orlando 
Sparta Township 
Morrlatown 
Londonderry 
Galloway Township 
Royaek/Safl Harbor 
Walaanberg T ownsh i p 
Duval County 
Long Prairie 
Ualte Park 
Santa Clara 
Santa Clara 
Santa Clara 
Stmyvale 
Santa Clara 
Medley 
Glen Cove 
Auguata 
Aahlppln 
Kokomo 
Green Oak Township 
Famlngdale 
Fort Lauderdale 
Wettil re 
Hlllsboro 
Hate I wood 
Colts^ua 
Rochester Hills 
Old Bethpage 
Dayton 
Croydon 
Gaffnay 
Greer 

851 
852 
853 
854 
855 
856 
857 
856 
859 
860 

'861 
862 
863 
864 
865 
866 
867 
868 
869 
870 
871 
872 
873 
874 
875 
876 
877 
878 
879 
880 
881 
882 
883 
884 
885 
886 
887 
888 
889 
890 
891 
892 
893 
894 
195 
896 
897 
898 
899 
900 

6rap 18 (HRS Scores 31.45 • 30.48) 

07 IA 
05 MM 
OS Ml 
03 PA 
05 Ml 
06 TX 
08 CO 
08 CO 
05 IN 
02 PR 
07 MO 
OS HI 
05 OH 
02 NJ 
02 PR 
OS Ml 
04 FL 
03 PA 
05 U! 
10 OR 
04 FL 
03 PA 
05 MI 
OS UI 
05 MI 
06 OK 
10 AK 
03 PA 
03 OE 
04 AL 
06 OK 
04 GA 
03 OE 
04 TN 
05 OH 
06 AR 
02 MY 
02 MY 
03 PA 
06 OK 
02 NJ 
05 UI 
03 0£ 
OS Ml 
03 PA 
03 VA 
10 UA 
03 DE 
03 JO 
02 MT 

Vegel Paint t Wax Co. 
Kurt Manufacturing Co. 
Parsons Chemical Works, Ine. 
Revere Chemical Co. 
lonle City landfltl 
Coppers Co Ine (Texarkana Plant) 
Lincoln Park 
Smuggler Mountain 
Wedteb Enterprises, Inc. 
GE wiring Devices 
Missouri Electric Works 
Averlue »E" Grand Water Cont win 
New Lyme Landfill 
Woodland Route 72 Duip 
RCA Del caribe 
Koch Refining Co./N-Ren Corp. 
Piper Aireraft/Vero Beach utrASwr 
Brocftead Creek 
Fadrowtkl Drue Disposal 
United Chrome Products, inc. 
Anodyne, Ine. 
Eastern Diversified Metals 
Anderson Development Co. 
Runts Disposal Landfill 
Shiawassee River 
Tenth Street Ouip/Jinkyard 
Alaska Battery Enterprises 
Taylor Borough Duhp 
HaIby Chemical Co. 
ReAifnfl Carriers, Inc. (Saratand) 
DctAle Eagle Refinery co. 
Methla Brea Lf ( t  Marble Top Rd) 
Harvey t Knott Drue, Inc. 
Callaway Pita 
Big D Campground 
Midland Products 
Roblntaeh. Inc./national Pipe Co. 
SEC Trucking 
Streeburg Landfill 
Fourth Street Abandoned Refinery 
Wlteo Chemical Corp.(Oekland Pit) 
Teamh Armory 
Wildcat Landfill 
Burrows Sanitation 
Bloeenski Landfill 
Rhinahart Tlra Fir# Dump 
Northwest Transformer(S Harkness) 
Delaware City PVC Plant 
Limestone Road 
Hooker (102nd Street) 

Orange City 
Frldley 
Grand Ledge 
Nockami*on Township 
lonle r / 
Texarkane ^— 
Canon City 
Pitkin County 
Lebanon 
Juena Dlat 
Cape Girardeau 
Traverse City 
New Lyme 
Woodland Township 
Barceloneta 
Fine Bend 
Vera leach 
Stroudsburg 
FranklIn 
Corvallls 
North Miami Beach 
Hometown 
Adrian 
Caledonia 
Howell 
Oklahoma City 
Fairbanks N Star Bor 
Taylor Borough 
New Castle 
SaraIand 
Oklahoma City 
Kensington 
Klrkwood 
Callaway 
Klngsvllle 
Ola/Blrta 
Town of Vestal1 
Town of Vestal1 

Hewlin Townahlp 
Oklahoma City 
Oakland 
Tomah 
Dover 
Hartford 
Oest Cain Township 
Frederick County 
Everaon 
Delaware City 
Cutaerland 
Niagara Falls 



National Prlorltlaa list (by Rank) 
February 1990 

NPL CPA 
Rank Rag St Silta Na CIty/County 

Croip 19 (HRS Score* 30.47 • 29.28) 

901 
902 
903 
904 
905 
906 
907 
908 
909 
910 
911 
912 
913 
914 
915 
916 
917 
918 
919 
920 
921 
922 
923 
924 
925 
926 
927 
928 
929 
930 
931 
932 
933 
934 
935 
936 
937 
938 
939 
940' 
941 
942 
943 
944 
949 
946 
947 
948 
949 
950 

02 NJ Hfgglns Earn 
American Croasarm 8 Conduit Co. 
Unitad Nuclear Corp. 
Reeter's Landfill 
Rantekll, Inc. (VA Wood Pre* ON) 
Irxkjatrlal Watta Control 
Cat tor Chemical Work* 
Haverhill Nuilelpat Landfill 
iPerdfdo Grand Water Contamln 
Marathon Battery Corp. 
Coleavllle Municipal Landfill 
Tal low Water Road ounp 
Harzone Inc./Chevron Chemical Co. 
Skinner Landfill 
Flrat Pledsont Quarry (Route 719) 
Chamtronlca, Inc. 
HIDCO II 
Sheridan Disposal Services 
Pester Refinery Co. 
Ran* 8 Lonfcard Street Or una 
Shenandoah Stables 
Flratton* Tire (Albany Plant) 
Shaw Avenue Dimp 
Berkley Products Co. Ouep 
Silver Mountain Nina 
Patro-Chamlcal (Turtle Bayou) 
RepLblle Steel Corp. Quarry 
Conservation Chemical Co. 
Rltarl Post 8 Pol* 
Bayou Bonfouca 
Intel Corp. (Mountain View Plant) 
Raytheon Corp. 
Hewlett-P*ckard(620-40 Page Bill) 
Agate Lake Scrapyard 
Adam's Plating 
Jacksonville Municipal Landfill 
Rogers load Municipal Landfill 
Saltvllle Waste Disposal Ponds 
Saeo Mnlelpal landfill 
Palmetto Recycling, Inc. 
Shpeck LandfIII 
Klabarton sit* 
Mai lory Capacitor Co. 
Norwood PCBa 
Warwick landfill 
Sl(**y landfill 
Old Inland Pit 
Pesticide lab (Taklma) 
lemon lane landfill 
Trl-Stat* Plating 

10 WA 
06 NM 
03 PA 
03 VA 
06 AR 
09 CA 
01 NA 
04 AL 
02 NT 
02 NT 
04 PL 
04 CA 
05 OH 
03 VA 
04 NC 
05 IN 
06 TX 
07 CS 
03 N) 
07 MO 
04 CA 
07 IA 
03 PA 
10 WA 
06 TX 
05 OH 
07 MO 
05 MN 
06 LA 
09 CA 
09 CA 
09 CA 
05 MM 
05 MI 
06 AR 
06 AR 
03. VA 
01 HE 
04 SC 
01 HA 
03 PA 
04 TN 
01 NA 
02 NT 
02 NT 
10 WA 
10 UA 
05 IN 
05 IN 

Franklin Township 
Chehalls 
Church Rock 
Upper Macungle Tup 
Richmond 
Fort Smith 
Hoop* 
Haverhill 
Perdldo 
Cold Springs 
Town of Coleavllle 
Baldwin' 
Tlfton 
West Chester 
Pittsylvania County 
Swarinenoa 
Gary 
Hempstead 
El Dorado 
Baltimore 
Moscow Mills 
Albany 
Charles City 

Loomls 
Liberty Gwmty 
Elyrla 
lane** City 
Sebeka 
SKdalt 
Mouitaln View 
Mountain View 
Palo Alto 
Falrvlew Township 
Lansing 
Jacksonville 
Jacksonville 
Saltvllle 
Sato 
Co lurb I a 
Norton/At tl.eboro 
Klsberton Borough 
Waynesboro 
Norwood 
Utfrwlck 
Sidney 
Spokane 
Taklma 
Bloemlngton 
ColuNbua 

February 1990 

NPL EPA 
Rank Reg St Site Nam Clty/Comty 

iCroMp 20 (HRS Scores 29.28 • 28.50 , except for health-advisory sites) 

951 10 ID 
952 01 HH 
953 04 HC 
954 04 NC 
955 03 PA 
956 03 PA 
957 06 AR 
958 09 CA 
959 02 NJ 
960 05 W1 
961 02 NJ 
962 02 NJ 
963 02 NJ 
964 02 NJ 
965 03 DE 
966 03 PA 
967 05 Wt 
968 07 NO 
969 09 CA 
970 09 CA 
971 09 CA 
972 10 UA 
973 10 UA 
974 10 UA 
975 06 ON 
976 06 TX 
977 05 MI 
978 05 MN 
979 06 TX 
980 02 NJ 
981 03 PA 
982 OS IL 
983 07 M0 
984 03 PA 

•985 02 NJ 
986 03 PA 
987 02 NT 
988 02 NT I 

Arrecm (Orexler Enterprises) 
Coaklay Landfill 
Potter's Septic Tank Service Pits 
ABC On* Hour Cleaners 
Fischer 8 Porter Co. 
Elizabethtown Landfill 
Arkwood, Inc. 
Jlbboom Juikyard 
A. O. Polymer 
Weusau Ground Water Contmfnation 
Dover Municipal Well 4 
Rockaway Township Wells 
Pohatcong Valley Grand Uater Con 
Garden State Cleaners Co. 

-Sussex Comty Landfill No. 5 
North Penn • Ares 12 
Delavsn Municipal Well 14 
North-u Drive Well Contamination 
Sen Gabriel Villey (Area 3) 
San Gabriel Valley (Area 4) 
Modesto Grauid Water Contmin 
American Lake Gardens 
Greenaeres Landfill 
Northsldt Landfill 
Sand Springs Petrochemical Cnpl'x 
Pastas Cham!eat Co. 
Metal Working Shop 
East Bethel Demolition Landfill 
Triangle Chemical Co. 
PJP landfill 
Craig Farm Dru* 
Belvldera Mmlelpal Landfill 
8s* Cee Manufacturing Co. 
CryoChem, inc. 
Kauffman 8 Hlnteer, Inc. 
lanadowne Radiation Sit* 
Forest Glan Mobil* Noma Siixjlvls 
Radius Chemieal Co., Inc. 

Rathdrus, 
. North Hanpton 

Maco 
Jacksonville 
Warminster 
Elizabethtown 
Camha 
Sacramento 
Sparta Township 
Weuaeu 
Dover Township 
Rockaway 
Warren County 
Mlnotota 
laurel 
Worcester 
Delavsn 
Springfield 
Athaapra 
La Puente 
Modesto 
Tseom 
Spokane County 
Spokane-
Sand Springs 
Fort Worth, 
lak* Ann 
East Bethel Township 
Bridge City 
Jaraey City 
Parker 
Belvldere 
Maiden 
Worman 
J ob* town. 
lanadowne 
Niagara Fells 
New Tork City 

• Niafcar of NPL Sites: 988 

• • State top priority sit* 



National Frioritica List. 
Federal Section (by Crobp) 

February 1990 

NFL 
Cr, a t  S i t e  Name  

City/County 

2 
2 
7 
2 
2 

3 
3 

3 
5 
5 
5 
5 

6 
6 

7 
7 
7 
7 

Hanford1 200-Area (USDOF.) 
Hanford 300-Area (USDOE) 
Rocky Flats Plant (USDOF.) 
Rlverbank Army Ammunition Plant 
Cal Vest Metals (USS8A) 
Weldon Spring (USDOE/Army) 

Rocky Mountain Arsenal 
Milan Army Ammunition Plant-
Naval Air Develop Center(8 Areas) 
McClollan AFB (Ground Water Cont) 
right-Patterson Air Force Base 

Feed Materials Prod Cent (USDOE) 

Mn AknnCoUle P°Wer Ad® Ross (USDOE) 
HD Aber Prov Ground-Edgevood Area 

ID 
AL 
GA 
TN 
NE 
NJ 
UT 

VA 
VA 
CO 
CA 
NM 
HO 

CO 
TN 
PA 
CA 
OH 
OH 

CA 
AX 
sc 
WA 
NJ 

Idaho National Engln Lab (USDOE) 
Anniseon Army Depot (SE Ind Area) 
Robins AFB (Lndf 11 M/Sludge Lag) 
Oak Ridge Reservation (USDOE) 
Cornhusker Army Ammunition Plant 
Naval Air Engineering Center 
Hill Air Force Base 

Treasure Island Nav Sta-Hun Pt An 
Elelson Air Force Base 
Savannah River Site (USDOE) 
Naval Air Sta, Whid Is (Ault) 

Craee/Vayne Int Stor (USDOE) 

WA Hanford 100-Area (USDOE) 
MA Otis Air Nat Guard/Camp Edwards 

UT Ogden Defense Depot 
CA Marine Corps Logistics Base 
CA Sacramento Army Depot 
IL Sangamo/Crab Orchard NWR (USDOI) 

Benton County ' 
Benton County 
Golden 
Rlverbank 
Lemltar 
St.Charles County 

Adams County 
Milan 
Warminster Township 
Sacramento 
Dayton 
Fernold 

Vancouver 
Edgevood 

Idaho Falls 
Anniston 
Houston County 
Oak Ridge 
Hall County 
Lakehurst 
Ogden'. • 

San Francisco 
Fairbanks N Scar Bor 
Aiken 
Whidbey Island 
Wayne Township 

Benton County 
Falmouth 

Ogden 
Albany 
Sacramento 
Carterville 

1: o^"eafLPllaNP? ^ gr°UPS (Gf) """ponding to groups of 50 

National Priorities List, 
Federal Section (by Croup) 

February 1990 

NPL 

Crl ? Slt6 City/County 

7 eo BfunswIck "aval Air Station Brunswick 
7 CO Air Force Plant PJKS V^Ion 
7 NJ Picatinny Arsenal D ,  

J ai Rockavay Township 

8 FL Pcnsacola Naval Air Station Pensacola 

.9 CA Sharps Army Depot Lechm-

9 CA Fo«e0rdF? (SOldl" Cr/BldK 3001) Oklahoma City 

5 £ £™::enLsveraort Ub (usdoe) 
9 WA HcChordAFB (Wash Rack/Treatment) Tacoma8^"5 

v IL Savanna Amy Depot Activity Savanna 

«  s S S J E < nsm> 
I" S m <S"PI»*> *> •••« 

10 vy F.E. Warren Air Force" Base ' Scyenne 6"1"5'0" 

11- A7 ®'f"ov H"in« CorP« Legist Base Barstow 
11 '£ AIr; F°r"'BaSC - • Chandler 
11 CA Castle Air Force Base Mereed 

12 CA ntToroe^<Arn? °ep0t (n° Area) County 
i, ll T°l° Marln® CorP» Air Station El Toro 
12 S I?rb <Undf111 Si") Pemberton Township 
12 Alabama Amy Ammunition. Plant Childersburg 
12 DE .^County 

12 UT Monticello Mill Tailings (USDOE) Montieello 

13 WA P!3«M:Sudbufy Tr.ining Ann Middlesex County 
i-> WA Fort Lewis Logistics Center Tillicum 

14 on Plant <LAP Area) Jollet 
14 OH Mound Plant (USDOE) 

\l S RES ES SR 
14 w SMwlty Crwp Aeeivtty S«bin* See* 

U « WFJSRSRIS.NS.'" "•*> SI*"6™* 



National Priorities List, 
Federal Section (by Croup) 

February 1990 

NPL 

Crl Slt" Nai" City/County 

15 
15 
15 

1 6  
1 6  
16 
16 
16 

17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 

16 
IS 
18 

19 
19 
19 
19 
19 
19 

2 0  

n o«n«rai Supply Canter 
VA Fort Lewis (Landfill No. 5) 
CA Camp Pendleton Marine Corps Base 

CA Caorga Air Force Base 
MN Twin Cities Air Force(SAR Lndfll) 
MO Lake City Army Plant (NV Lagoon) 
VA Naval Undersea Warf Sta (4 Areas) 
NC Camp Lejaune Military Reservation 

RI 
AZ 
1L 
FL 
FL 
VA 
CA 
TX 

Newport Naval Educat/Training Cen 
Yuma Marine Corps Air Station 
Joliet Army Anmu Plant (Mfg Area) 
Jacksonville Naval Air Station 
Cecil Field Naval Air Station 
Fairchild Air Force Base(4 Areas) 
March Air Force Base 
Lone Star Army Ammunition Plant 

OR Umatilla Army Depot (Lagoons) 
MD Aber Prov Cround»Michaeleville Lf 
MN Naval Industrial Reserve Ordnance 

VA 
NY 
LA 
MO 
CA 
CA 

CA 

Bangor Ordnance Disposal 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base 
Louisiana Army Ammunition Plant 
Veldon Spring Form Army Ord Works 
Moffett Naval Air Station 
Travis Air Force Base 

Chesterfield County 
Tacoma 
San Diego County 

Vlctorvlllo 
Minneapolis 
Independence 
Keyport 
Onslow County 

Newport 
Yuma 
Joliet 
Jacksonville 
Jacksonville 
Spokane County 
Riverside 
Texarkana 

Harmiston 
Aberdeen 
Fridley 

Bremerton 
Plattsburgh 
Doyllne 
St. Charles County 
Sunnyvale 
Solano County 

Mather AFB (AC6W Disposal Site) Sacramento 

Number of NPL Federal Facility Sites-

[FR Doc. 90-3729 Filed 2-20-90: 8:45 amf 
BILLINO CODS 4S0O-60-C 

93 




